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Weeks, Gerald

From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of ATP@CCC
<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 12:10 PM

To: Weeks, Gerald

Subject: FW: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application - Inquiry Sent to California / Community

Conservation Corps (CCCs)

Good afternoon Gary,

Unfortunately, the CCC is unable to participate in this ATP project. Thank you for contacting us, and feel free to include
this email with your application as proof of reaching out.

Kind regards,

Melanie Wallace

Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps
1719 24™ Street

Sacramento, CA 95816
T(916)341-3153
F(877)834-4177
melanie.wallace@-ccc.ca.gov

Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:

Save OQur
Water S

SaveOurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Mercado, Juan@CCC

Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 12:06 PM

To: Wallace, Melanie@CCC <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov>; ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Cc: Rochte, Christie@CCC <Christie.Rochte@CCC.CA.GOV>

Subject: RE: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application - Inquiry Sent to California / Community Conservation Corps (CCCs)

Sorry Melanie,
| thought | already responded to this.
No we are not able to participate on this project. We do not have the technical experience.

Juan Mercado

From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC
Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 12:03 PM
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; Mercado, Juan@CCC <Juan.Mercado@CCC.CA.GOV>






Cc: Rochte, Christie@CCC <Christie.Rochte@CCC.CA.GOV>
Subject: RE: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application - Inquiry Sent to California / Community Conservation Corps (CCCs)

Hi Juan,
I need to respond to Gary today regarding this ATP proposal. Have you had a chance to review the information?
Thank you,

Melanie Wallace
916.341.3153

From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC On Behalf Of ATP@CCC

Sent: Friday, April 15, 2016 8:26 AM

To: Mercado, Juan@CCC <Juan.Mercado@CCC.CA.GOV>

Cc: Rochte, Christie@CCC <Christie.Rochte@CCC.CA.GOV>

Subject: FW: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application - Inquiry Sent to California / Community Conservation Corps (CCCs)

Good morning Juan,

Will you please review the attached ATP project and let me know by Wednesday if you're able to possibly participate in
this project? If you need additional information, please contact Gary directly.

Thank you,

Melanie Wallace

Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps
1719 24 Street

Sacramento, CA 95816
T(916)341-3153
F(877)834-4177
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov

Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:

Save Qur
Water E

SaveQOurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Weeks, Gerald [mailto:Gerald.Weeks@ventura.org]

Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 5:06 PM

To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

Cc: Weeks, Gerald <Gerald.Weeks@ventura.org>

Subject: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application - Inquiry Sent to California / Community Conservation Corps (CCCs)

To whom it may concern:





Weeks, Gerald

From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>

Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 10:24 AM

To: Weeks, Gerald

Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov

Subject: Re: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application - Inquiry Sent to California / Community

Conservation Corps (CCCs)

Hello Gerald,

Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately,
we are unable to participate in this project. Please include this

email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local
Conservation Corps.

Thank you,
Dominique

On Wed, Apr 13, 2016 at 5:06 PM, Weeks, Gerald <Gerald.Weeks@ventura.org> wrote:

To whom it may concern:

The County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department will be applying for Active Transportation Program
(ATP) Cycle 3 grant funds for one (1) pedestrian improvement project in an unincorporated area known as El
Rio east of the City of Oxnard.

The ATP guidelines require the applicant to contact the California Conservation Corps and Community
Conservation Corps with regard to the project application.

We would appreciate a response from the CCC with regard to our project described in the attached document.

Thank you.

Gerald Weeks, Jr. “Gary”

Engineer IV

Advanced Planning Section

County of Ventura PWA Transportation Dept.





Weeks, Gerald

From: Weeks, Gerald

Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 5:06 PM

To: ‘atp@ccc.ca.gov’; 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org’

Cc: Weeks, Gerald

Subject: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application - Inquiry Sent to California / Community
Conservation Corps (CCCs)

Attachments: ATP 2016 CCCs.pdf

To whom it may concern:

The County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department will be applying for Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 3
grant funds for one (1) pedestrian improvement project in an unincorporated area known as El Rio east of the City of
Oxnard.

The ATP guidelines require the applicant to contact the California Conservation Corps and Community Conservation
Corps with regard to the project application.

We would appreciate a response from the CCC with regard to our project described in the attached document.
Thank you.

Gerald Weeks, Jr. “Gary”

Engineer IV

Advanced Planning Section
County of Ventura PWA Transportation Dept.

ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application
County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department

Inquiry Sent to California/ Community Conservation Corps (CCCs)

Sent via Email on April 13, 2016

CCC #1: California Conservation Corps
Name: Wei Hsieh

Email: atp@ccc.ca.gov

Phone: (916) 341-3154

CCC #2: Community Conservation Corps
Name: Danielle Lynch

Email: inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
Phone: (916) 426-9170

PROJECT

LOCATION
INDEX:
VICINITY MAP 1. VICINITY MAP
N.T.S. 2. LOCATION MAP
3. EXISTING/PROPOSED
CONDITIONS

4. BUS ROUTES

Inquiry

The County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department will be applying for Active
Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 3 grant funds for one (1) pedestrian improvement project in
an unincorporated area known as El Rio east of the City of Oxnard.

The ATP guidelines require the applicant to contact the California Conservation Corps and
Community Conservation Corps with regard to the project application.

We would appreciate a response from the CCC with regard to our project described in the table
here below.

Thank you.

Gerald Weeks, Jr. “Gary”

Engineer IV

Advanced Planning Section

County of Ventura PWA Transportation Dept.

Table I: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application
Project Title Central Avenue Pedestrian Improvements
Project Description Sidewalk construction on Central Avenue between Vineyard
Avenue and Rose Avenue in the El Rio Area of Ventura County.
Construct approximately 1,850 LF of sidewalk from Joan Way
south to Rio Mesa High School including nine (9) ADA access
ramps and appurtenant construction.

Detailed Estimate Construction estimate of $340,000. Detailed estimate attached.
Project Schedule Construction anticipated in 2018 or 2019.

Project Map See attached project map.

Preliminary Plan See attached preliminary plan.

LOCATION MAP w@

N.T.S. s

COUNTY OF VENTURA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) 2016 CYCLE 3

CENTRAL AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS
VICINITY MAP Page 1 of 4

COUNTY OF VENTURA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) 2016 CYCLE 3

CENTRAL AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS
LOCATION MAP Page 2 of 4






-/[PROPOSED
- |SIDEWALK
MPROVEMENTS

CENTRAL AVENUE - PROPOSED CONDITION

COUNTY OF VENTURA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) 2016 CYCLE 3
CENTRAL AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

EXISTING/PROPOSED CONDITIONS

PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) 2016 CYCLE 3

COUNTY OF VENTURA

CENTRAL AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

Page3of4 GCT ROUTE 22 AND BUS STOP LOCATIONS Page 4 of 4
VENTURA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
ADVANCED PLANNING SECTION
PRELIMINARY ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE

PROJECT: CENTRAL AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

REACH: ~ JOAN WAY TO RIO MESA HIGH SCHOOL CALCULATED: GBW/HDL DATE: 03/2016

LOCATION: STRICKLAND ACRES / EL RIO AREA CHECKED BY: B.E. COST EST. UPDATE: 03/2015

DESCRIPTION QUANTITY JUNIT| UNIT COST | ITEM COST

A. CONSTRUCTION
MOBILIZATION 1| Ls |s 5,000 | $ 5,000
TRAFFIC CONTROL & CONSTRUCTION SIGNING 1| Ls |s 7,500 | $ 7,500
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL 1] Ls |s 4,500 | $ 4,500
CLEARING AND GRUBBING 1| Ls |s 4,500 | $ 4,500
INSTALL 24" CMP CULVERT PIPE 1350 | LF |$ 100 |$ 135,000
CONCRETE ADA ACCESS RAMP 5| Ls | 2,000 | $ 10,000
4" THICK PCC SIDEWALK 8500 | SF |$ 5|s 42,500
RELOCATE CHAIN LINK FENCE 350 | LF |$ 358 12,250
CONCRELE CURB AND GUTTER 1,850 | LF |$ 25| % 46,250
RELOCATE POWER POLES 7| EA |8 - s -
MODIFY EXIST CMP INLET & CONST. NEW CATCH BASIN 6| EA |8 3,000 | $ 18,000
[SAWCUT EXISTING PAVEMENT 2100 | LF |8 2|s 4,200
AGGREGATE BASE (8-INCH, 2,100 FT x 2 FT WT) 175| TN [ $ 60 | $ 10,500
CONVENTIONAL AC (4-INCH, 2,100 FT x 2 FT WT) 05| TN [$ 150 | $ 15,750
PAVEMENT DELINEATION 1| s |s 6,500 | $ 6,500
CONTINGENCIES (6 %) 1| s |s 17,550 | $ 17,550
TOTAL - CONSTRUCTION $ 340,000

NOTES

(1) THIS COST ESTIMATE IS PRELIMINARY, FOR PLANNING PURPOSES ONLY.
(2) NO DETAILED FIELD VERIFICATION CONDUCTED.

(3) PAVEMENT SECTION IS 4" AC ON 8" AB.
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_ |SIDEWALK
| IMPROVEMENTS

CENTRAL AVENUE - PROPOSED CONDITION

COUNTY OF VENTURA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) CYCLE 3 - 2016

CENTRAL AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS
EXISTING/PROPOSED CONDITIONS EXHIBIT
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Central Avenue, 54411 V4200906L.0.011,.11-6-09
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End Existing Sidewalk
Begin New Sidewalk

Central Avenue,54411 V4203706L.0.319.11-6.-09

Proposed New Sidewalk







_LEGEND:_
EXISTING SIDEWALKS

m m = === PLANNED SIDEWALKS
(IN DESIGN OR CONSTRUCTION)

e PROPOSED SIDEWALKS

34°15'18.52" N 119°8'55.97" W
34.255144° 119.148881

74

COUNTY OF VENTURA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) CYCLE 3 - 2016
CENTRAL AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

LOCATION MAP Exhibit
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TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL COLLISION MAP VIEWER

Interactive map and data summaries of bicycle and/or pedestrian collisions around school.

http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/srts/main.php

Rio Mesa High RMHS
545 Central Ave. | Oxnard | Ventura County | CDS: 56725465634761
Types of Collisions: Bicycle Pedestrian
Collision Severity: Fatal Severe Injury Other Visible Injury Complaint of Pain
Years : 2005 - 2013
K%
&
W
&
&

Ventura County
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Nakamura Berry Grower|
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Summary Statistics
Radius Fatal Severe Injury | Visible Injury Comg);?r']m of Pedestrian Bicycle Total
<Va mi. 1 0 0 1
Ya - Y2 mi. 2
Total 2 2 2 2 4

10of2

03/15/2016 10:04 AM
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Central Ave - Rose Ave to Vineyard Ave
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TIMS - SWITRS Query & Map: Results http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/query/summary.php

Welcome!

I I M S Gerald Weeks, Jr.

Transportation Injury Mapping System

Home About Tools Resources News Help

SWITRS QUERY & MAP

Result Summary
Back to Select Queries | New Query | Load CaselDs | Saved Queries | Help

Overall Summary Save Query

Total # of Collisions: 5591

A maximum of 5000 collisions can be mapped. To use the Map, Injured Victim Summary, and Ped Collision Summary tools,
please return to Select Queries and refine your query.

Selected Factors

Date: 01/01/2005 - 12/31/2013
County: Ventura
City: Unincorporated

COUNTY OF VENTURA

Number of Collisions by Type of Collision

Type of Collision ® A - Head-On
A - Head-On 324 5.8% B - Sideswipe
B - Sideswipe 349 6.2% o @ C - Rear End
C - Rear End 1,276 22.8% @ D - Broadside
D - Broadside 807 14.4% @ E - Hit Object
E - Hit Object 1,765 31.6% @ F - Overturned
F - Overturned 825 14.8% @ G - Vehicle/Pedestrian
G - Vehicle/Pedestrian 113 2% ® H - Other
H - Other 123 2.2% ® - - Not Stated
- - Not Stated 9 0.2%

Number of Collisions by Collision Severity

Collision Severity ® 1 - Fatal
1 - Fatal 206 3.7% 2 - Injury (Severe)
2 - Injury (Severe) 710 12.7% @ 3 - Injury (Other Visible)
3 - Injury (Other Visible) 2,096 37.5% @ 4 - Injury (Complaint of

4 - Injury (Complaint of Pain) 2,579 46.1% Pain)

10of2 05/03/2016 3:53 PM
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TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System

2 of 2

http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/srts/main.php

Collision List
Case ID Date Time Primary Secondary Distance Direction Bike Ped
3922124 2008-09-10 | 15:25 CENTRAL AV BURSON WY 0 - No Yes
5175703 2011-04-20 15:43 ROSE AV CENTRAL AV 2112 S Yes No
5988612 2013-03-14 18:05 CENTRAL AV ROSE AV 369 W Yes No
5827584 2012-09-15 | 4:55 CENTRAL AV STRICKLAND DR 265 W No Yes

03/15/2016 10:04 AM





Totals Collisions: 67
Injury Collisions: 20
Fatal Collisions: 0

Collision Report Summary
Central Avenue from Vineyard Avenue to Rose Avenue
From 1/1/2006 to 12/31/2015

Report # | Date Time | Day Dist | Dir | Location | Lighting | Weather [  Type [ Involved [ PCF Injury [ nj [Kill
Dec. 2015 to Jan. 2011

Vehicle - Improper

14-11-028 | 11/05/2014 07:43 Wed 365" East Strickland Dr| Daylight Clear Pedestrian | Pedestrian Turning Other Visible Injury | 1 [ 0
Improper

13-03-079 | 03/14/2013 18:05 Thur 369' West Rose Ave Daylight Clear Broadside Bicycle Turning Other Visible Injury | 1 [ 0
Dark - No Vehicle - Pedestrian

12-09-077 | 09/15/2012 04:55 Sat 265" West Strickland Dr| Street Lights Clear Pedestrian | Pedestrian Violation Complaint of Pain 1[0

Vehicle - Unsafe
08-09-062 | 09/10/2008 15:25 Wed 0' Not Stated | Burson Way| Daylight Clear Pedestrian | Pedestrian | Starting or Complaint of Pain 1]/0
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Central Avenue.S4411.V4200906L.0.011.11-6-09

entral Avenue.54411.V42009651.0.231.11-6-0%

Central Aven

ue. 54411 . V4500714L.0.032.11 6098
- — e

Proposed New Sidewalk

MExisting Sidewalk

Central Avenue.S4411.V4200919R.0.051.11-6-09

entral Avenue.54411.V4200983L.0.321.11-6-09

Central Avenue.S4411.V4203943L.0.093.11-6-09

Proposed New Sidewalk

Proposed New Sidewalk

End Existing Sidewalk
Begin New Sidewalk to
south and Drainage
Improvements
Central Avenue. 54411 .V4200935L.0.111.11-6-09

entral Avenue.S4411.V4200991L.0.357.11-6-09

Central Avenue.S4411.V4203929L.0.139.11-6-09

Proposed New Sidewalk

Proposed New Sidewalk

o

Proposed New Sidewalk
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Walkway continues to
north in high school
and joins sidewalk
near new bus stop to
north.

Proposed New Sidewalk

\

entral Avenue. 54411.V42037061.0.319.11-6-09

Existing sidewalk on Rose Avenue placed in
2005 connects to sidewalk on Central Avenue
at south end of block.

(A

Proposed New Sidewalk

¥

entral Avenue. 54411 V4203701L.0.335.11-6-09 Central Avenue.S4411.V4203858L.0.466.11-6-09

2009 Photo does not show existing bus stop here.
Existing Sidewalk to south places in 2005.

Proposed New Sidewalk to North.
Proposed New Sidewalk
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data. Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency:[County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department [ Date:[18-May-16

Project Description:|Construct 1,850 li

neal feet of sidewalk, curb and gutter.

Project Location:

Central Avenue between Rose Avenue and Vineyard Avenue

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate:|Gerald Weeks, Jr. "Gary" License #: {69950
License #:
Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:
Cost Breakdown

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible Corps/CCC
Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct

Item F,D . . . Total o o ?
No. Item or v| Quantity | Units | Unit Cost Item Cost % $ % $ % $

General Overhead-Related Construction Items

1 Mobilization 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
2 Traffic Control 1 LS | $7,500.00 $7,500 100%|  $7,500
3 Stormwater Protection Plan 1 LS | $4,500.00 $4,500 100% $4,500
General Construction Items (non-decorative only
4 Clearing & Grubbing 1 LS $4,500.00 $4,500 100% $4,500
5 Install 24" CMP Culvert Pipe 1350 LF $100.00 $135,000 100%| $135,000
6 Concrete ADA Access Ramp 5 LS $2,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
7 4" Thick PCC Sidewalk 8500 SF $5.00 $42,500 100%| $42,500
8 Relocate Chain Link Fence 350 LF $35.00 $12,250 100%| $12,250
9 Concrele Curb & Gutter 1850 LF $25.00 $46,250 100%|  $46,250
10 Modify Exist CMP Inlet & Const. New 6 EA $3,000.00 $18,000 100%| $18,000
11  [Sawcut Existing Pavement 2100 LF $2.00 $4,200 100% $4,200 2
12 |Aggregate Base 175 | TN | $60.00 $10,500 | 100%| $10,500 = Funding Request

13 |Conventional AC

105

TN $150.00 $15,750 100%| $15,750 [ I

14  |Pavement Delineation

1

LS | $6,500.00 $6,500 100%|  $6,500

Decorative & Landscaping-related Items

(Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional) ’

ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs

15  |[Trees EA 100%
16  |Shrubs/groundcover SQFT 100%
17  |lrrigation / Water Connection LS 100%
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $322 450 $322,450
$16,123[<= 5% of eliffible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable)
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):| 5.44% $17,550 $17,550 P
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| _$340,000 $340,000 \{
C VY N Y Y Y hJ \WA‘.“‘A‘A‘A‘ ¥ — V.
Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost | Cost $
[ Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
f Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):| $ 9,000 $9,000
y Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 80,000 $80,000 "PE" costs / "CON" costs
( Total PE:| § 89,000 $89,000 [ 25% Max
A
4 Right of Way (RW)
\, Right of Way Engineering:[ $ 41,000 $41,000
{ Acquisitions and Utilities:| $ -
) Total RW:[ § 41,000 $41,000
A
|\ Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs
( Construction Engineering (CE):| $ 80,000 [ ss1000 | [ s20000 | [ 15% [ 15% Max
\
( Total Project Delivery:] $210,000| [ $51,000 | [ $159,000 |
\
4 Total Construction Costs:] $340,000] | $340,000 | | |

Total Project Cost: | $550,000| | $391,000 $159,000

The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

Item Number(s):

Description of Engineer's Logic: (See examples shown in the Instructions)

Formulas FORMULAS WERE INCORRECT.

Formulas ATP REQ. PE < 25% OF CON AND CE < 15% OF CON; IF TOO HIGH, THEN NON-PARTICIPATING. HAD TO MODIFY SHEET TO CREATE BREAKDOWN

06/01/2016 lofl
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Non-Participating Costs - $159,000

ATP REQUIREMENTS - PARTICIPATING VS. NON-PARTICIPATING

PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING - PER ATP (B, D, E)

B. PRELIMINARY & FINAL DESIGN - PARTICIPATING ATP $ -

B. PRELIMINARY & FINAL DESIGN - NON-PARTICIPATING LRF/TDA $ 80,000 | B 80,000
D. ENVIRONMENTAL - PARTICIPATING ATP $ -

D. ENVIRONMENTAL - NON-PARTICIPATING LRF/TDA $ 9,000 | B 9,000
E. RIGHT OF WAY - PARTICIPATING ATP $ -

E. RIGHT OF WAY - NON-PARTICIPATING LRF/TDA $ 41,000 | B 41,000
SUBTOTAL - PARTICIPATING ATP $ - $ -
SUBTOTAL - NON-PARTICIPATING LRF/TDA $ 130,000 | $ 130,000
A. CONSTRUCTION - PARTICIPATING ATP $ 340,000

A. CONSTRUCTION - NON-PARTICIPATING LRF/TDA $ - $ 340,000
C. CONSTR. ENG. & INSPECTION - PARTICIPATING ATP $ 51,000

C. CONSTR. ENG. & INSPECTION - NON-PARTICIPATING LRF/TDA $ 29,000 | B 80,000
SUBTOTAL - PARTICIPATING ATP $ 391,000 | $ 391,000
SUBTOTAL - NON-PARTICIPATING LRF/TDA $ 29,000 | $ 29,000
TOTAL - PARTICIPATING ATP $ 391,000 | $ 391,000
TOTAL - NON-PARTICIPATING LRF/TDA $ 159,000 | $ 159,000
GRAND TOTAL $ 550,000 | $ 550,000
Note

CON is $51,000 or less, 51,000 = 0.15 x 340,000).

The County of Ventura has $65,000 in TDA Article 3 funds for the PE Phase. Although the PE Phase is
greater than 25 %, it is all non-participating. We are only asking for ATP funds for 100 % of the
Construction Cost and $51,000 or 64 % of the Construction Engineering Cost Estimate (because 15 % of

ATP 2016 Estimates.xIsx (CASW_v1 Sheet)
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Note
  
The County of Ventura has $65,000 in TDA Article 3 funds for the PE Phase.  Although the PE Phase is greater than 25 %, it is all non-participating.  We are only asking for ATP funds for 100 % of the Construction Cost and $51,000 or 64 % of the Construction Engineering Cost Estimate  (because 15 % of CON is $51,000 or less, 51,000 = 0.15 x 340,000).
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Non-Participating Costs - $159,000





PROJECT: CENTRAL AVENUE BIKE LANES PROJECT

REACH: JOAN WAY TO RIO MESA HIGH SCHOOL CALCULATED: GBW/HDL DATE: 03/2016
LOCATION: STRICKLAND ACRES / EL RIO AREA CHECKED BY: B.E. COST EST. UPDATE: 03/2015

VENTURA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
ADVANCED PLANNING SECTION

PRELIMINARY ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE

DESCRIPTION QUANTITYJUNIT] UNIT COST | ITEM COST
A. CONSTRUCTION
MOBILIZATION 1| LS |$ 5,000 | $ 5,000
TRAFFIC CONTROL & CONSTRUCTION SIGNING 1| LS |$ 7,500 | $ 7,500
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL 1| LS |$ 4,500 | $ 4,500
CLEARING AND GRUBBING 1| LS |$ 4500 | $ 4,500
INSTALL 24" CMP CULVERT PIPE 1,350 | LF |'$ 100 | $ 135,000
CONCRETE ADA ACCESS RAMP 5] LS |$ 2,000 | $ 10,000
4" THICK PCC SIDEWALK 8500 SF |$ 5|% 42,500
RELOCATE CHAIN LINK FENCE 350| LF |'$ 35| $ 12,250
CONCRELE CURB AND GUTTER 1850| LF |'$ 25| % 46,250
RELOCATE POWER POLES 7| EA |$ - $ -
MODIFY EXIST CMP INLET & CONST. NEW CATCH BASIN 6| EA |$ 3,000 | $ 18,000
SAWCUT EXISTING PAVEMENT 2,100 LF [$ 2|9 4,200
AGGREGATE BASE (8-INCH, 2,100 FT x 2 FT WT) 175 TN | $ 60 | $ 10,500
CONVENTIONAL AC (4-INCH, 2,100 FT x 2 FT WT) 105 TN | $ 150 | $ 15,750
PAVEMENT DELINEATION 1| LS |$ 6,500 | $ 6,500
CONTINGENCIES (6 %) 1| LS |$ 17,550 | $ 17,550
TOTAL - CONSTRUCTION $ 340,000
B. PRELIMINARY & FINAL DESIGN 1] LS [$ 80,000 | $ 80,000
C. CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING & INSPECTION 1] LS [$ 80,000 | $ 80,000
D. ENVIRONMENTAL 1] LS [$ 9,000 | $ 9,000
E. RIGHT OF WAY 0.41) AC (% 100,000 | $ 41,000
TOTAL $ 550,000
ESTIMATED PROJECT COST $ 550,000

|Note: This is the County's format for preparing estimates.

TDA 2016 vla.xlsx (TDA 2016 v1b Sheet)
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency:[County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department [

Date:[18-May-16

Project Description:

Construct 1,850 lineal feet of sidewalk, curb and gutter.

Project Location:

Central Avenue between Rose Avenue and Vineyard Avenue

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate:[Gerald Weeks, Jr. "Gary"

[ License #: [69950

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown
Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible Corps/CCC
Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct
Item F,D . . . Total o o @
No. Item or v| Quantity | Units | Unit Cost Item Cost % $ % $ % $
General Overhead-Related Construction Items
1 Mobilization 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
2 Traffic Control 1 LS | $7,500.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
3 Stormwater Protection Plan 1 LS $4,500.00 $4,500 100% $4,500
4 LS 100%
5 100%
General Construction Items (non-decorative only
6 Clearing & Grubbing 1 LS $4,500.00 $4,500 100% $4,500
7 Install 24" CMP Culvert Pipe 1350 LF $100.00 $135,000 100%| $135,000
8 Concrete ADA Access Ramp 5 LS $2,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
9 4" Thick PCC Sidewalk 8500 SF $5.00 $42,500 100%|  $42,500
10 |[Relocate Chain Link Fence 350 LF $35.00 $12,250 100%|  $12,250
11 |Concrele Curb & Gutter 1850 LF $25.00 $46,250 100%| $46,250 —
12 |Modify Exist CMP Inlet & Const, New 6 EA | $3,000.00 $18,000 | 100%]| $18,000 Note: This is the
13 [Sawcut Existing Pavement 2100 LF $2.00 $4,200 100%|  $4,200 .
14 |Aggregate Base 175 | TN | $60.00 $10,500 | 100%| _$10,500 original spreadsheet.
15 |Conventional AC 105 N $150.00 $15,750 100%| $15,750 We could not break
16 |Pavement Delineation 1 LS $6,500.00 $6,500 100% $6,500 .. .
Decorative & Landscaping-related Items (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional down the partICIpatlng
17  |[Trees EA P H
18  |Shrubs/groundcover SQFT 00 VETSus non parthIpatlng
19  [Irrigation / Water Connection LS ioo costs as shown above.
20 oo
21 J100%
22 ] 100%
23 100%
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $322 450 $322,450
$16,123 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable)
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):| 5.44% $17,550 $17,550
IR Sa g
'('\" ¢
\. Project Delivery Costs:
( Type of Project Cost | Cost $
7 Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
\_ Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):| $ 9,000 $9,000
{ Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 80,000 $80,000 "PE" costs / "CON" costs
Y Total PE:| $ 89,000 $89,000 26% | 25% Max
f A
\, Right of Way (RW)
{ Right of Way Engineering:| $ 41,000 $41,000
= Acquisitions and Utilities:| $ -
[( Total RW:[ § 41,000 $41,000
A >
[ 4 Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs
\ Construction Engineering (CE).] $ 80,000 [ se0000 | [ | [ 24% | 15% Max
f 4
\ Total Project Delivery:] $210,000] | $210,000 | | |
y A
Total Construction Costs:] $420,000] | | | |
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
) Total Project Cost: $550,000] $550,000
S >, . U D U G P D WD WD WD W W W

Documentation of Ineligible (Noﬁaﬁcip'ati@ Costs:

The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an inell

section of the Estimate form.
igible item/element of the project.

Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic: (See examples shown in the Instructions)

Note

There is no way to break down the participating and/or non-participating costs or move overages of PE/CE to
non-participating costs. There is no check for the 11.47 % requirement to be eligible for federal ATP funds.

05/19/2016

lofl




PWATD

Text Box

Note
  
There is no way to break down the participating and/or non-participating costs or move overages of PE/CE to non-participating costs.  There is no check for the 11.47 % requirement to be eligible for federal ATP funds.
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Note:  This is the original spreadsheet.  We could not break down the participating versus non-participating costs as shown above.
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May 24, 2016

David Fleisch

Director

County of Ventura

PWA Transportation Dept.

800 South Victoria Avenue
Ventura, California 93009-1620

Dear Mr. Fleisch,

| write in support of the County of Ventura’'s application for a Caltrans Active Transportation
Program (ATP) grant to construct pedestrian facility improvements on Central Avenue.

The District supports the proposed sidewalk project along Central Avenue in the unincorporated
community of Strickland Acres in western Ventura County as it not only enhances pedestrian
safety and mobility for area’s general population, but it also enhances safety and mobility for
transit users. The unincorporated areas of western Ventura County are characterized by small
communities that have often lacked sidewalk infrastructure necessary to support fixed route
transit service. Residents in the community of Strickland Acres often walk along high speed
roadways which create hazardous conditions for pedestrians traveling to bus stops. GCTD
recently conducted an on-board survey which concluded that over 86% of GCTD passengers in
low income areas walk to a bus stop. Walking is the primary mode of transportation for many of
the passengers in the GCTD service area.

The community of Strickland Acres has a higher unemployment rate than the national average
and would benefit from improved modal options helping to increase access to ladders of
opportunity. Route 22 provides service to Rio Mesa High School and the surrounding
disadvantaged communities that depend on transit to meet basic needs, such as traveling to
work or school. Strickland Acres is comprised of a significant number of non-drivers who utilize
public transit. It is imperative that communities provide sidewalk networks where pedestrians
can safely travel to and from bus stops and throughout their community. This project will benefit
disadvantaged communities by enhancing public health, reducing greenhouse gas emissions,
and promoting active transportation.

GCTD is dedicated to providing safe transportation within Ventura County to all users of the
system, and the Central Avenue Pedestrian Improvement Project supports this commitment.
Therefore, GCTD heartily supports this application.

Sincerely,

Steven P. Brown, General Manager

GOLD COAST TRANSIT DISTRICT

CITY OF OJAl | CITY OF OXNARD | CITY OF PORT HUENEME | CITY OF VENTURA | COUNTY OF VENTURA
301 EAST THIRD STREET, OXNARD, CA 23030 | P 805.483.3959 | F805.487.0925 | GOLDCOASTTRANSIT.ORG





GCTD BUS STOP GUIDELINES

Surface Material: The landing area must be firm, stable, and slip-resistant. Concrete is the
preferred surface for the landing area. When new bus stops are constructed, a continuous
surface from the curb and the sidewalk should be provided.

Height Relative to the Street: It is preferable that the landing area be elevated above street
level for pedestrian safety. For stops served by low-floor, ramp-equipped buses, a standard
curb provides an acceptable ramp slope.

Sidewalk Impediments: Items such as newspaper boxes, utility poles, trash cans, and
encroaching grass or bushes should be organized and re-arranged if necessary to ensure a
minimum of 4 feet clearance to be accessible to wheelchair users. If necessary, the existing
sidewalk should be widened or new sidewalk constructed to ensure that customers are able to
get to and from the bus stop.

4.7 RURAL OR UNDEVELOPED AREA

All bus stops added or altered after July 26, 1990 shall comply with the ADA. For bus routes that
traverse rural or undeveloped areas or on streets with uncurbed shoulder areas, design
consideration should be given to constructing a concrete waiting area that complies with the
ADA standards. Where construction of a concrete raised bus stop is not feasible, a compacted
and stabilized surface meeting ADA requirements should be provided. In addition, tactile
warnings should be provided in accordance with the ADA.

4.8 PEDESTRIAN CONNECTIVITY

Connections to the bus stop shall comply with the ADA. To the extent feasible, sidewalk
connections to bus stops should provide safe pedestrian access to trip generators near the bus
stop. Buildings and streets should be designed to minimize walking distances between the
destination and the bus stop.

Quiality pedestrian access can be achieved by considering the following guiding principles:

e Pedestrian routes to bus stops should be designed to accommodate all users including
disabled, elderly, and parents with children.

¢ New developments should be designed to include sidewalks and bike paths that provide
a direct link to transit stops. The use of elements that restrict pedestrian movement such
as walled communities, cul-de-sacs, and expansive parking lots should be minimized.

e Barriers to and from pedestrian paths to transit stops should be eliminated. This includes
landscaping and berms.

o Accessible pedestrian paths should include curb cuts, ramps, visual guides, signage,
lighting and railings where needed.

o Where a bus stop serves as a transfer point between intersecting routes, there should
be a paved connection to allow passengers to quickly travel between bus stops.

4.9 PARKING RESTRICTIONS AT BUS STOP

Parking restrictions (either red curb or “No Parking” signs) should be placed at all bus stops.
Unauthorized parking in bus stops negatively impacts bus movement, limits safe sight distance,
and reduces passenger access to board the bus from the curb. It is important that these
parking regulations be enforced in a consistent and expedient manner by the appropriate local
jurisdiction.

14
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Ventura County Transportation Commission

May 26, 2016

Ms. Teresa McWilliam

ATP Program Manager

California Department of Transportation
Division of Local Assistance

P.O. Box 942874, MS-1

Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

RE: 2016 Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 Grant Application
County of Ventura -- Central Avenue Pedestrian Improvements

Dear Ms. McWilliam,

The Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) is pleased to offer this letter of support for
the County of Ventura’s grant application for the Central Avenue Pedestrian Improvement Project.

This project will provide needed sidewalk improvements on Central Avenue, a 2-lane 40 mph road,
located in an older unincorporated neighborhood in Ventura County. It will connect the residential
area just north of Central Avenue to Rio Mesa High School thereby increasing the safety and
convenience of students walking to school. Central Avenue is also a transit corridor and this project
will connect the residential area as well as the school to the existing and planned transit stops on
Central Avenue.

VCTC supports this project as it is consistent with the goals and objectives of the statewide ATP
program, the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy, and the
County of Ventura’s General Plan and Congestion Management Plan. Therefore, I respectfully
request that you give favorable consideration to funding this important project.

incerely,

Darren M. Kettle
Executive Director

950 County Square Dr., Suite 207 * Ventura, California 93003 < (805) 642-1591 « fax (805) 642-4860  www.goventura.org





BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF VENTURA

GOVERNMENT CENTER, HALL OF ADMINISTRATION
800 SOUTH VICTORIA AVENUE, VENTURA, CALIFORNIA 93009

June 1, 2016

To whom it may concern,

| write in support of the Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 3 grant funds application by Public
Works Agency Transportation Department. The grant will be used for a pedestrian improvement
project that is located in an unincorporated area of my district (District 5) on Central Avenue,
adjacent to Strickland Acres and Rio Mesa High School.

Central Avenue is a very busy narrow street. The area of Strickland Acres it is a small low income
residential neighborhood that is surrounded by agriculture and borders Central Avenue. East of
Strickland Acres is Rio Mesa High School, which is also surrounded by agriculture. The improvements
this grant would provide will make it much safer for the many students using this sidewalk. It will also
improve safety all along Central Avenue.

Please consider this project for approval.

Sincerely,

%e Ca
ohn C. Zarag@za 3

Ventura County Supervisor
Fifth District

@ Recycled Paper





county of ventura e
JEFF PRATT

Agency Director

Central Services Department
J. Tabin Cosio, Director

June 7, 2016 o :
Engineering Services Department
Herbert L. Schwind, Director
Transportation Department
David L. Fleisch, Director
Board of Supervisors Water & Sanitation Department
County of Ventura Michaela Brown, Director
800 South Victoria Avenue Watershed Protection District
Ventura, California 93009 Tully K. Clifford, Director

Subject: Approval of, and Authorization for, the Director of the Public Works
Agency Transportation Department to Submit Two Grant Applications to
the California Department of Transportation Under the Active
Transportation Program Cycle 3 for Pedestrian Improvements in the El
Rio Area and Bicycle Lanes in the Eastern Hidden Valley Area and to
Execute All Necessary Applications and Other Administrative Forms for
the Purpose of Requesting the Grant Funds; Supervisorial Districts 2
and 5

Recommendations:

1. Approve and authorize the Director of the Public Works Agency Transportation
Department to submit two grant applications to California Department of
Transportation under the Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 for the two
projects identified in Table 1; and

2. Authorize the Director of the Public Works Agency Transportation Department to
execute all necessary applications and other administrative forms for the purpose
of requesting the grant funds.

Fiscal/Mandates Impact:

There are no additional County costs associated with this Board action. If the Road
Fund is awarded the grant, the Public Works Agency Transportation Department
(PWATD) will return to your Board for approval to accept the grant and process any
necessary budget adjustments as a result of this award.

Discussion:

The Active Transportation Program (ATP) is the grant/reimbursement program
developed by the California Transportation Commission (CTC) and administered by the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) as a result of state legislation signed
into law by Governor Jerry Brown in September 2013.

Hall of Administration L # 1600 o
800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009 e (805) 654-2018 e FAX (805) 654-3952 ehttp://www.ventura.org/pwa ‘aé&






Board of Supervisors
June 7, 2016
Page 2

On April 15, 2016, Caltrans announced a Call for Projects for ATP Cycle 3 funds.
Caltrans administers the program on behalf of the California Transportation Commission
(CTC). Applications are due by June 15, 2016. The CTC will authorize allocation of
funds no later than March 2017 for those projects that are recommended for funding in
the statewide or local competitions. A minimum local match of 11.47% is required for
projects to be eligible for federal ATP funding.

The proposed PWATD projects for submission are:

Table 1: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Applications

Local
No. Project Grant Match Total Cost
1 | Central Avenue Ped. Improvements $371,800 $48,200 $420,000
2 | Potrero Road Bike Lanes — Phase | $1,770,500 | $229,500 | $2,000,000
Total $2,142,300 | $277,700 | $2,420,000

The Central Avenue Pedestrian Improvements Project will close a 2,100-foot gap in the
sidewalk network on Central Avenue and provide a safe walking route from the
Strickland Acres neighborhood and bus stops on the new Gold Coast Transit Route #22
to Rio Mesa High School (RMHS). This project will construct 1,850 lineal feet of
sidewalk, curb, and gutter on the easterly side of Central Avenue from Joan Way south
to the new bus stop near the tennis courts of RMHS. The project may require some
right-of-way and drainage improvements.

The PWATD will request $371,800 in Cycle 3 funds for the Construction (CON) phase
of the project, including Construction Engineering (CE); therefore, the local match for
CE/CON is $48,200. The estimated cost for Preliminary Engineering (PE) to design the
project and prepare the bid package is $130,000: $65,000 in TDA Article 3 funds and
$65,000 in Local Road Funds.

This project was chosen for the following reasons:

e an anticipated increase in pedestrians due to a new bus route and stops in the
area

e an anticipated reduction in pedestrian—bicycle and pedestrian—vehicle conflicts

e a demonstrated lack of adequate pedestrian facilities, which forces students to
walk in the bike lane or paved shoulder of the roadway

e creation of a safer walking route for students to and from school and bus stops

e the location of the project in the El Rio area, which is defined as a disadvantaged
community

On April 19, 2016, your Board directed the PWATD to apply for ATP Cycle 3 grant funds
to construct bike lanes on Potrero Road. The Potrero Road Bike Lanes — Phase |
Project will construct/install five (5) feet of pavement/shoulder on either side of Potrero
Road from County Bridge #321 east to existing bike lanes east of Trentwood Drive. This
1.4-mile, $2 million project will include drainage improvements, tree removals, power-
pole relocations, striping, and signage. The PWATD will request $1,770,500 in ATP




PWATD

Rectangle





Board of Supervisors
June 7, 2016
Page 3

Cycle 3 funds for the project; therefore, the local match from the Road Fund is
$229,500.

The ATP guidelines require that the grant funds be programmed in FY 2019-20 or
2020-21; therefore, if funded, the construction of these projects would occur sometime
between July 2019 and June 2021.

This letter has been reviewed by the County Executive Office, the Auditor-Controller’s
Office, and County Counsel.

If you have questions, please contact the undersigned at (805) 654-2077.

LI

DAVID FLEISCH
Director
Transportation Department

Exhibit 1 — Vicinity Map
Exhibit 2 — Central Avenue Location Map
Exhibit 3 — Potrero Road Location Map





county of ventura

PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
JEFF PRATT
Agency Director

[ 3
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January 13, 2015 Letter of Support for creation of GCT Route #22.

Steven P. Brown, General Manager
Gold Coast Transit

301 E. Third Street

Oxnard, CA 93030-6048

Watershed Protection District
Tully K. Clifford, Director

Transportation Department
David L. Fleisch, Director

Engineering Services Department
Herbert L. Schwind, Director

Water & Sanitation Department
David J. Sasek, Director

Central Services Department
Janice E. Turner, Director

SUBJECT: GOLD COAST TRANSIT DISTRICT APPLICATION
FOR A CMAQ ROUTE FROM WELLS ROAD TO NYELAND ACRES

Dear Mr. Brown:
The County of Ventura offers its support on behalf of Gold Coast Transit District's (GCTD)

application for a Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) Grant for a route from Wells Center
to Nyeland Acres. We are proud of the level of service GCTD provides to our community.

As an active member of GCTD, we are aware of the need to expand public transportation
service to the unserved and underserved areas of western Ventura County. The service
planned between east Ventura and Oxnard would provide an important transit link in commuting
to jobs, schools, medical centers, and other destinations for the residents of the County.

While passengers can now travel from east Ventura to eastern Oxnard, there is no direct
service between the two. Because of this, the current travel time is very lengthy. The new route
will reduce travel times by up to six times. With quicker access to reach major destinations,
it is likely this route will become a viable alternative to commuting by personal automobile, and
will provide a valuable opportunity for our residents to reduce car trips and do their share to
keep the environment clean.

Ventura County Public Works Agency Transportation Department staff participates regularly in
the planning and implementation of all GCTD service, and has participated with GCTD staff in
the development of this application. As part of this application, funds are being requested for
construction. The County will use a portion of these funds to construct the bus stops to
complement this route.

By providing GCTD with the funds to implement the Wells Center-Nyeland Acres route, we
would come much closer to providing mobility for those in our County who may not have other
transportation options. Therefore, we heartily support the proposed service and believe it will be
a great benefit to our community.

Sincerel

eff Pratt
Director
Public Works Agency
*y
N o
Hall of Administration L # 1600
800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009 « (805) 654-2018 e FAX (805) 654-3952 ehttp://www.ventura.org/pwa
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Letter of Support for creation of GCT Route #22.





|Points of interest shown on this map, all accessible via GCR #22. |
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Points of interest shown on this map, all accessible via GCR #22.
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Rio Mesa High - School Boundaries Map (School Attendance Zone)

Search CA address: | | GO | D .F’rirnarg.r I:‘ EMiddle E IE‘High I:‘ IE‘OtherfMixed

e School Attendance Zone
Map Satellite L1268
(126) 4 || |l |rio Mesa nich
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fio] — Moorpark Simi Valley
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o Thousand gl 5
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Agoura Hi
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Port Hueneme = Hidden Valley Village

il 1=

EIG Map | Driving Directions

Oxnard Union High CA School District

Oxnard Union High - Public Schools

School District: Oxnard Union High
Address:
309 S KST.
OXNARD, CA 93030
(805) 385-2500
No. of Schools ;| 9
Student Enrollment: 15,575

Note: Rio Mesa High School does not object to the project. 6/13/16
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Note:  Rio Mesa High School does not object to the project.  6/13/16





From: Judith Johnduff

To: Weeks, Gerald

Subject: FW: ATP Question - Safe Routes to Schools
Date: Wednesday, May 25, 2016 1:53:42 PM

Hi Gerald,

[ don’t know if this makes a difference or not, but I just thought [ would pass along this
email from Teresa McWilliam regarding whether High Schools qualify for Safe Routes to
Schools projects in Cycle 3.

Still working on your letters of support.

Thanks,
Judy

From: Mcwilliam, Teresa Rs@DOT [mailto:teresa.McWilliam@dot.ca.gov]
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 2:37 PM

To: Judith Johnduff

Subject: RE: ATP Question - Safe Routes to Schools

Yes, High Schools are included for Cycle 3.

Teresa McWilliam
Program Manager, Active Transportation Program (ATP)

Districts 6,7,8,9, 11 & 12

Phone #: 916-653-0328

Cell #: 916-798-4799

Fax #: 916-653-1905

e-mail: teresa.mcwilliam@dot.ca.gov

For more ATP information go to:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hag/LocalPrograms/atp/index.htm

From: Judith Johnduff [mailto:jjohnduff@goventura.org]
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 2:04 PM

To: Mcwilliam, Teresa Rs@DOT <teresa.McWilliam@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: ATP Question - Safe Routes to Schools

Hi Teresa,
Do projects that directly increase the safety and convenience of students to walk or bike
to a public High School qualify as a Safe Routes to Schools Project in the ATP Cycle 3

Grant Application? There has been some confusion at the local agency level.

Thanks,



mailto:jjohnduff@goventura.org

mailto:Gerald.Weeks@ventura.org

file:////c/teresa.mcwilliam@dot.ca.gov

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/index.htm

mailto:jjohnduff@goventura.org

mailto:teresa.McWilliam@dot.ca.gov
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Sent to Principal of Rio Mesa High School and Assistant Superintendent and Director of
Transportation for Oxnard Union High School District via Email on April 14, 2016

Dear Mr. Dabbs, Mr. Dickinson, and Ms. Cherry:

This morning | spoke over the phone with you (Mr. Dabbs and Ms. Cherry). Mr.
Dickinson, Ms. Cherry gave me your contact information.

| work in the Advanced Planning Section of the PWA Transportation Department (TD)
and prepare all of the grant applications for the Department.

The PWATD plans to apply for Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 3 grant
funds for sidewalk construction on Central Avenue between Vineyard Avenue and Rose
Avenue (see attached pdf), specifically between Joan Way and the new Gold Coast
Transit (GCT) Route #22 bus stop near the tennis courts of Rio Mesa High School
(RMHS).

| wanted to know if you would be interested in writing support letters for the project that
we would include with our application for the grant funds. Community support is an
important aspect of the ATP. Applications are due in mid-June.

With regard to the ATP, the ATP is a relatively new grant/reimbursement program
developed by the California Transportation Commission (CTC) and administered by the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) as a result of state legislation signed
into law by Governor Jerry Brown in September 2013. The purpose of the program is to
encourage the increased use of active modes of transportation, such as biking and
walking. The goals of the program are to: (1) encourage or increase the number of
walking and biking trips, (2) improve safety and mobility for non-motorized modes of
travel, (3) reduce greenhouse gases, (4) enhance public health, (5) benefit
disadvantaged communities, and (6) benefit active transportation users.

Community support will bolster our application. If you should choose to write a support
letter for the project (see attached pdf), then we would kindly ask that you provide it on
agency letterhead.

If you have any questions, please contact me. Thank you.
Gerald Weeks, Jr. “Gary”

Engineer IV

Advanced Planning Section

County of Ventura PWA Transportation Dept.

Important Links

County of Ventura: http://www.ventura.org/

Transportation Dept.: http://pwa.ventura.org/general/transportation
Mapping: http://gis.ventura.org/PWA-Transportation/
One-Stop Permitting: http://onestoppermit.ventura.org/

RMA Dept.: http://www.ventura.org/rma/planning/








Table I ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application

Project Title Central Avenue Pedestrian Improvements

Project Description Sidewalk construction on Central Avenue between Vineyard
Avenue and Rose Avenue in the El Rio Area of Ventura County.
Construct approximately 1,850 LF of sidewalk from Joan Way
south to Rio Mesa High School including nine (9) ADA access
ramps and appurtenant construction.

Detailed Estimate Construction estimate of $340,000.
Project Schedule Construction anticipated in 2018 or 2019.
Project Map See attached project map.

Preliminary Plan See attached preliminary plan.
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Note: To reduce the number of pages in the application, we reduced the page
sizesto 4:1 or 2:1.

Ventura County

Congestion Management Program
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Chapter 1: Introduction

2009 Ventura County Congestion Management Program

Adopted July 10, 2009

Exhibit 4
VCTC Objectives for Development of the CMP

Land Use Impacts
Maintain a land use and traffic flow database,
with information available to all public and
private agencies involved in transportation
planning in Ventura County.

Improve jurisdictional coordination to ensure
consistent consideration, analysis and mitigation
of the impacts of the local development on the
regional transportation system.

Support and encouragement of a pattern of
development that reduces, shortens, and/or
eliminates vehicle rips.

Identify the potential impacts of new
development on the transportation system as
soon as possible in the development review
process.

Encourage land use and transportation policies
that promote transit use, bicycling, ridesharing
and walking.

Include those agencies/departments
responsible for transit, bicycle and pedestrian
planning and services in the review cycle for
new developments and specific plans.

Support the cooperative development and
execution of reciprocal traffic agreements
between local jurisdictions within the county.

Streets and Roads
Minimize traffic congestion in Ventura County.

Maximize the use of the existing roadway
network through demand management

12.

20.

Continue to collect, and use, traffic data and
level of service analyses sufficient to evaluate
the current operation of the CMP road network.

. Support system-management approaches to

improving the operation of the CMP road
network.

. Work with Caltrans to identify their specific roles

and responsibilities in the CMP process,
especially with respect to the preparation and
implementation of deficiency plans involving the
state highway system.

. Provide appropriate technology infrastructure

(e.g. conduits, pull boxes and fiber cable) in the
design of all future highway construction
projects.

. Improve traffic management through the use of

technology and regional cooperation.

Transit Service

. Encouragement of public transit services that

meet local and regional mobility needs.

. Provide, where feasible, transit service along

major commute corridors and to areas of high
employment.

. Support of making public transit services as

convenient and easy to use as possible.

Further the benefits of increased transit use by
supporting the conversion to clean fuel bus
fleets, and support facilities, as part of regular
vehicle replacement programs.

strategies. 21. Improve the ability of passengers to transfer
. Coordinate the planning and programming of from one transit service to another, using
road improvements among neighboring technology such as Smart Card and NextBus.
jurisdictions. 22. Preserve potential and identified future
1. Maintain, and periodically update a countywide transportation corridors to the maximum extent

transportation model capable of projecting feasible.
future traffic volumes, and their origin, on the
CMP road network.

Ventura County Transportation Commission Prepared by COH & Associates, Inc. Page 12

Chapter 1: Introduction

2009 Ventura County Congestion Management Program

Exhibit 4

Adopted July 10, 2009

VCTC Objectives for Development of the CMP
(Continued)

Transportation Demand Management (TDM)

23. Continue local agency implementation of
the TDM Facilities Ordinance

24. Encourage the provision of facilities for
carpooling, vanpooling, bicycling and
walking.

25. Construct additional and, where
appropriate, upgrade existing bikeways and
pedestrian facilities that serve commute
corridors, and employment and
transportation centers.

26. Implement the reasonably available
transportation control measures in Ventura
County’s Air Quality Management Plan.

27. Support programs and facilities that
increase opportunities for telecommuting.

28. Maintain a mechanism for providing on-
going funding to support the maintenance
of Class | bicycle paths.

29. Encourage programs for flexible work hours
or alternative work schedules.

Goods Movement

30. Support of the smooth flow of goods
needed to sustain and enhance local
economic activity.

31. Support transportation improvement
projects, which improve access to the Port
of Hueneme and other large freight activity
centers, and encourage the Port and other
beneficiaries to financially participate in
such projects where appropriate.

32. Encourage, where appropriate, the
movement of goods by rail.

5. Encourage land use and transportation policies that
promote transit use, bicycling, ridesharing and walking.

6. Include those agencies/departments responsible for
transit, bicycle and pedestrian planning and services in the
review cycle for new developments and specific plans.

25. Construct additional and, where appropriate, upgrade
existing bikeways and pedestrian facilities that serve
commute corridors, and employment and transportation
centers.
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5. Encourage land use and transportation policies that promote transit use, bicycling, ridesharing and walking.	
 	
6. Include those agencies/departments responsible for transit, bicycle and pedestrian planning and services in the review cycle for new developments and specific plans.	
 	
25. Construct additional and, where appropriate, upgrade existing bikeways and pedestrian facilities that serve commute corridors, and employment and transportation centers.	






Public Works Agency Transportation Department Strategic Master Plan
November 17,2011

Comparisons of storm drain mileages for all counties in the State of California (data included in
Appendix C) shows a similar pattern i.e. the data available for Ventura County appears to be
lower than the statewide average, which is surprising given the level of urbanization in the
County.

This observation would appear to indicate that there are significant gaps of information in the
storm drain network that need to be addressed. Using the statewide average, it can be
concluded that there are probably at least 60 miles of storm drains, and not just 21 miles.
Assuming a replacement cost of $750,000/mile of storm drains, this is approximately $42 million
of potential asset values. This figure is used in Table 1.

However, since there is no information on the age or condition of storm drains, it was not
possible to determine what capital projects were required to address any potential flooding or
NPDES issues, nor the required maintenance.

Therefore, a storm drain study is recommended to develop a comprehensive and accurate
geodatabase and geometric network. The results will help support the County’s stormwater
infrastructure planning, operations, and maintenance; inform pollutant source identification and
pollutant load estimation efforts; and assist the County’s Stormwater Program Coordinator with
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) reporting and compliance.

Bridges

A more detailed bridge needs analysis is required. The cost estimates prepared in Appendix B
were based on average unit costs and assumptions from around the state (included in Appendix
C), and they are likely to differ from local conditions in Ventura County. Also, a more precise
needs assessment is required so that the appropriate treatments can be quantified e.g. painting,
maintenance, major rehabilitation or replacement. An estimated cost to prepare preliminary
engineering reports is included in Table 2.

Pedestrian Master Plan (PMP)

A pedestrian Master Plan is also recommended. Typically, this will be part of the Land Use and
Transportation Element of the County’s General Plan. In many ways, it will be similar to the
Bicycle Master Plan, and is intended to promote pedestrian safety and access to help, and
ensure that the County is a safe, convenient, and attractive place to walk.

It can help establish a Pedestrian Route Network and emphasize safe routes to schools and
connections to transit. The network can include streets, walkways, and trails that connect
schools, libraries, parks, neighborhoods, and commercial districts throughout the County. It
identifies priority street segments along these routes for targeted improvements. It can also
identify new pedestrian design elements to promote pedestrian safety and access throughout
the County.

Public Works Agency Transportation Department Strategic Master Plan
November 17,2011

Currently, County policy is for new sidewalk construction to be completed only when federal or
state grant funding is received or as new developments are constructed and added into the
County maintained road network system.

There are approximately 225 centerline miles of roads in the urbanized areas of the County. The
County currently has an inventory of approximately 160 miles of sidewalk, so potentially, up to
an additional 290 miles could be needed. However, there are various areas in the County that,
due to existing road characteristics, sidewalk improvements may not be feasible. A PMP would
identify these areas and address pedestrian route deficiencies to public facilities, schools, and
other commercial areas. A comprehensive assessment of each urbanized area would need to be
evaluated for deficiencies and pedestrian improvements needed for enhancing connectivity,
accessibility and the safety of the general public.

A PMP will also help create an inventory of existing curb ramps and identify the future needs
along the existing sidewalks and on any network gaps identified. This can include data on the
geometrics as well as conditions, repair costs etc.

Finally, the PMP should result in a list of prioritized pedestrian projects for the County, whether
sidewalks, curb ramps or other needs. This list can then be used when applying for federal and
state funding.

Other Transportation Assets

In addition to assets described earlier, there are other transportation assets like retaining walls,
traffic signs, pavement markings, guardrails and reflectors which form an essential part of the
County’s overall transportation infrastructure. While in aggregate, they are not expected to
have as high a value as roads or storm drains, nonetheless, they form an essential part of the
County’s overall transportation infrastructure, and therefore, which should be included in an
inventory study.

With the current technologies available today, it is possible to capture many of these assets in a
digitized format from a moving vehicle at minimal costs. The current state of the art is to
capture the asset location (or missing gaps), locate them with a global positioning system (GPS),
and then map them on a geographic information system (GIS) so that they can be spatially
displayed. The information is then used for both planning and design purposes.

4.2 Cost of Planning Studies

Table 2 below summarizes the cost estimates to perform these studies. These costs are based
on our experience with other agencies’ and their approximate costs. The ranges provided allow
for different levels of detail in the scope of work, ranging from preparing policy level documents
only to identifying field projects with cost estimates.

Nichols Consulting Engineers, Chtd
21

SMP: Currently, County policy is for new sidewalk construction
to be completed only when federal or state grant funding is
received or as new developments are constructed and added into
the County maintained road network system.
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SMP:  Currently, County policy is for new sidewalk construction to be completed only when federal or state grant funding is received or as new developments are constructed and added into the County maintained road network system.	
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THE 2016-2040 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/

SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY
A Plan for Mobility, Accessibility, Sustainability and a High Quality of Life

ADOPTED

APRIL 2016

The Plan also considers new strategies and
approaches beyond those proposed in 2012. To
promote short trips, these include improving
sidewalk quality, local bike networks and
neighborhood mobility areas.

OPTIMIZING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE TRANSPORTATION
SYSTEM

The 2016 RTP/SCS earmarks $9.2 billion for Transportation System
Management (TSM) improvements. These include extensive advanced ramp
metering, enhanced incident management, bottleneck removal to improve
flow (e.g., auxiliary lanes), expansion and integration of the traffic signal
synchronization network, data collection to monitor system performance,
integrated and dynamic corridor congestion management, and other Intelligent
Transportation System (ITS) improvements. Recent related initiatives include
the Caltrans Advanced Traffic Management (ATM) study for Interstate 105

and the Regional Integration of ITS Projects (RIITS) and Information Exchange
Network (IEN) data exchange efforts at Los Angeles Metro.

PROMOTING WALKING, BIKING AND OTHER FORMS OF ACTIVE
TRANSPORTATION

The 2016 RTP/SCS plans for continued progress in developing our regional
bikeway network, assumes all local active transportation plans will be
implemented, and dedicates resources to maintain and repair thousands

transportation strategies. The Plan also considers new strategies and
approaches beyond those proposed in 2012. To promote short trips, these
include improving sidewalk quality, local bike networks and neighborhood
mobility areas. To promote longer regional trips, these strategies include

developing a regional greenway network and continuing investments in the
regional bikeway network and access to the California Coastal Trail. Active
transportation will also be promoted by integrating it with the region’s transit
system; increasing access to 224 rail, light rail and fixed guideway bus stations;
promoting 16 regional corridors that support biking and walking; supporting bike
share programs; educating people about the benefits of active transportation for
students; and promoting safety campaigns.

STRENGTHENING THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION NETWORK
FOR GOODS MOVEMENT

The 2016 RTP/SCS includes $70.7 billion in goods movement strategies.
Among these are establishing a system of truck-only lanes extending from
the San Pedro Bay Ports to downtown Los Angeles along Interstate 710;
connecting to the State Route 60 east-west segment and finally reaching
Interstate 15 in San Bernardino County; working to relieve the top 50 regional
truck bottlenecks; adding mainline tracks for the Burlington Northern Santa
Fe (BNSF) San Bernardino and Cajon Subdivisions and the Union Pacific
Railroad (UPRR) Alhambra and Mojave Subdivisions; expanding/modernizing
intermodal facilities; building highway-rail grade separations; improving port

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

area rail infrastructure; reducing environmental impacts by supporting the
deployment of commercially available low-emission trucks and locomotives;
and, in the longer term, advancing technologies to implement a zero- and near
zero-emission freight system.

LEVERAGING TECHNOLOGY

Advances in communications, computing and engineering—from shared
mobility innovations to zero-emission vehicles—can lead to a more efficient
transportation system with more mobility options for everyone. Technological
innovations also can reduce the environmental impact of existing modes of
transportation. For example, alternative fuel vehicles continue to become more
accessible for retail consumers and for freight and fleet applications—and

as they are increasingly used, air pollution can be reduced. Communications
technology, meanwhile, can improve the movement of passenger vehicles and
connected transit vehicles. As part of the 2016 RTP/SCS, SCAG has focused
location-based strategies specifically on increasing the efficiency of Plug-in
Huybrid Electric Vehicles (PHEV) in the region. These are electric vehicles that
are powered by a gasoline engine when their battery is depleted. The 2016
RTP/SCS proposes a regional charging network that will increase the number
of PHEV miles driven on electric power, in addition to supporting the growth of
the PEV market generally. In many instances, the additional chargers will create
the opportunity to increase the electric range of PHEVs, reducing vehicle miles
traveled that produce tail-pipe emissions.

IMPROVING AIRPORT ACCESS

Recognizing that the SCAG region is one of the busiest and most diverse
commercial aviation regions in the world and that air travel is an important
contributor to the region’s economic activity, the 2016 RTP/SCS includes
strategies for reducing the impact of air passenger trips on ground transportation
congestion. Such strategies include supporting the regionalization of air travel
demand; continuing to support regional and inter-regional projects that facilitate
airport ground access (e.g., High-Speed Train); supporting ongoing local
planning efforts by airport operators, county transportation commissions and
local jurisdictions; encouraging the development and use of transit access to
the region’s airports; encouraging the use of modes with high average vehicle
occupancy; and discouraging the use of modes that require “deadhead”

trips to/from airports (e.g., passengers being dropped off at the airport

via personal vehicle).

FOCUSING NEW GROWTH AROUND TRANSIT

The 2016 RTP/SCS plans for focusing new growth around transit, which is
supported by the following policies: identifying regional strategic areas for
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The Plan also considers new strategies and	
approaches beyond those proposed in 2012. To promote short trips, these include improving sidewalk quality, local bike networks and neighborhood	mobility areas.






VENTURA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN

GOALS, POLICIES AND
PROGRAMS

Last Amended by the Ventura County Board of Supervisors
on
October 20, 2015

on the rate or form of growth, but to provide a logical basis for planning public facilities and
services, and to assist public decision-making bodies in ensuring that public needs will be
addressed and accommodated in a comprehensive and long-term manner.

2. Housing Preservation Policies:

(1) Existing residentially developed neighborhoods shall not be designated under Area Plans
to land uses that would eliminate or degrade the housing stock within that community.

(2) Lower- and moderate-income rental housing located in the Coastal Zone shall be
concurrently replaced within three miles, if feasible, when two or more such units are
converted or demolished.

(3) The County shall support the efforts of private and public agencies to preserve the existing
housing stock including all housing types such as, single-family, multi-family, farmworker,
second dwelling units, manufactured and mobile homes.

3. Housing Rehabilitation Policy: The County shall coordinate its housing rehabilitation
programs with those of other public and private agencies.

4. Housing Opportunities and Diversity Policies:

(1) As Area Plans are developed or updated, the County shall attempt to accomplish the
following to encourage greater housing opportunities as well as safe and livable residential
neighborhoods:

e Increase density, where appropriate, to reduce the cost of land per unit.

* Increase density, where appropriate, near job clusters, commercial centers, or transit
stops.

e Ensure a mix of residential densities (i.e., single family attached and multi-family as well
as single-family detached).

* Re-designate, where appropriate, any commercial, industrial or public land which has
been determined to be surplus for the community needs, to a residential land use
designation in order to increase the land available for housing.

« Discourage the conversion of existing residentially developed or designated areas to
other land uses.

e Ensure that there is enough residential land to meet planned employment opportunities
and that there is a balanced amount of commercial, industrial and residential land use
designations.

* Enhance existing residential areas by seeking development and funding opportunities
for public infrastructure such as sidewalks and other pedestrian networks, bicycle
facilities, neighborhood parks, and street trees in the County’'s most urbanized
communities (such as Saticoy, North Ventura Avenue. El Rio, and Piru).

« Discourage the conversion of existing senior citizen housing to other uses.

e Develop a Master Environmental Assessment or Environmental Impact Report for the
area encompassed by the Area Plan which could reduce processing time associated
with subsequent environmental documents for residential projects.

(2

=

The County shall give priority in providing housing assistance to those groups with
demonstrated special needs, such as senior citizens, mentally ill, handicapped, large
families, single heads of household, farmworkers and the homeless.

@

=

County-owned land that is no longer necessary for the purpose for which it is was acquired
or previously used shall be evaluated for its suitability for lower-income housing and
emergency shelters using criteria including, but not limited to, compatibility with surrounding
existing land uses and economic viability. If suitable, such land shall be made available to
public or private non-profit organizations for the construction of lower-income housing or
emergency shelter.

Enhance existing residential areas by seeking development and
funding opportunities for public infrastructure such as sidewalks and
other pedestrian networks, bicycle facilities, neighborhood parks,
and street trees in the County’s most urbanized communities (such
as Saticoy, North Ventura Avenue, El Rio, and Piru).
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Enhance existing residential areas by seeking development and funding opportunities for public infrastructure such as sidewalks and other pedestrian networks, bicycle facilities, neighborhood parks, and street trees in the County’s most urbanized communities (such as Saticoy, North Ventura Avenue, El Rio, and Piru).	






FINAL

SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR
FocuseD GENERAL PLAN UPDATE

and
Related Amendments to the Non-Coastal Zoning Ordinance
and
Zone Change ZN05-0008

The Environmental Report Review Committee recommends that the decision-making
body of the proposed project find that this document has been completed in
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act.

Signed: (Nancy Settle) June 22, 2005
ERRC Chair Date

for tactical emergency access. If the road is blocked for any reason, there is no alterative means
ingress or egress. This is especially critical in emergency situations such as brush fires where
residents need to evacuate and fire response vehicles need to enter an area.

Many existing communities developed before the 1960s are served by private or public streets that do
not meet the Fire Protection District’s standards for tactical emergency access.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Access

Pedestrian access includes sidewalks and crosswalks at street intersections or mid-block points. In
addition, pedestrian access can be accommodated in association with bikeways (see below).
Pedestrian over- or under-passes across major street arterials are occasionally used in major urban
areas, but none exist within the unincorporated area of Ventura County.

Bicycling on public roads within residential subdivisions and neighborhoods is generally regarded as
safe and adequate, if the roads meet the County Roads Standards. Along major streets and in more
urban areas, more formal bicycle paths (bikeways) may be established. These bikeways are classified
as follows:

Class | Bikeway: A bike path or trail within a completely separated right-of-way designated for the
exclusive use of bicycles and pedestrians with cross flows by motorists minimized.

Class Il Bikeway: A bike lane within a restricted road right-of-way designated for the exclusive or
semi-exclusive use of bicycles with through travel by motor vehicles or pedestrians prohibited, but
with vehicle parking and cross flows by pedestrians and motorists permitted.

Class Il Bikeway: A bike route within a road right-of-way designated by signs or permanent
markings and shared with pedestrians or motorists.

In Ventura County, rural residential areas, urban residential communities built prior to the 1950s, and
industrial areas generally lack sidewalks, thereby forcing pedestrians to walk within the public and
private streets. Likewise, residential areas and communities built prior to the 1950s contain narrow
public or private streets that do not provide for safe bicycle access. Virtually all urban commercial
areas and residential tracts approved during the 1960’s and later were required to construct sidewalks
and streets within a dedicated public right-of-way.

Due to high land and construction costs, there are few Class | or Il bikeways within the unincorporated
area of Ventura County. Moreover, the few Class Ill bikeways that exist are located primarily in
unincorporated communities that were constructed since the 1970s (e.g., Oak Park), although in
recent years federal funding has been used to construct Class Il bikeways on Central Avenue and
Cawelti Road. PWA intends to continue to improve existing roadways by adding or widening existing
paved road shoulders, where feasible and contingent on the availability of funding.

Because of the distances involved, pedestrian and bicycle modes of transportation are not regarded
as feasible alternatives to auto and mass transit for inter-city travel. Hiking and biking trails outside of
urban areas are regarded as a recreational use, rather than an alternative mode of transportation, and
are discussed in Section 4.21-Recreational Facilities. Nonetheless, the Class | and Il bikeways in the
unincorporated area of Ventura County include the following:

Victoria Bikeway - This bikeway was constructed in the mid-1970's. A Class | bike path parallels
Victoria Avenue from Olivas Park Drive to Gonzales Road, and a Class Il bike lane is available for
bicyclists from Gonzales Road to Channel Islands Boulevard.

Harbor Boulevard Bike Lane - This coastal Class Il bikeway has been striped along Harbor
Boulevard based on the availability of local funding. As a link between projects in Oxnard and
Ventura, the County constructed a bicycle bridge over the Santa Clara River to provide safe travel
between the two cities.

Ojai Valley Trail - This is a 9.5-mile by 50-foot multi-purpose Class | trail utilizes the abandoned
Southern Pacific Railroad right-of-way from the City of Ojai to Foster Park. A split-rail fence
separates the horses from the pedestrians and bicyclists. One side of the trail is paved with

In Ventura County, rural residential areas, urban residential communities built prior to
the 1950s, and industrial areas generally lack sidewalks, thereby forcing pedestrians
to walk within the public and private streets. Likewise, residential areas and
communities built prior to the 1950s contain narrow public or private streets that do
not provide for safe bicycle access. Virtually all urban commercial areas and
residential tracts approved during the 1960’s and later were required to construct
sidewalks and streets within a dedicated public right-of-way.
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In Ventura County, rural residential areas, urban residential communities built prior to the 1950s, and industrial areas generally lack sidewalks, thereby forcing pedestrians to walk within the public and private streets. Likewise, residential areas and communities built prior to the 1950s contain narrow public or private streets that do not provide for safe bicycle access. Virtually all urban commercial areas and residential tracts approved during the 1960’s and later were required to construct sidewalks and streets within a dedicated public right-of-way.






VENTURA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN

EL RIO/DEL NORTE
AREA PLAN

Last Amended by the Ventura County Board of Supervisors
June 28, 2011

4.1
411
1.

4.0 Public Facilities and Services

Transportation/Circulation
Goals:

Ensure an adequate circulation and transportation system to serve the needs of the existing
and future residents of the El Rio/Del Norte area.

|2.

Plan for safe pedestrian and bicycle pathways throughout the El Rio/Del Norte area. I

3.
4.1.2

Encourage the expansion of bus service to serve the El Rio/Del Norte area.

Policies:

(There are no supplemental policies related to transportation/circulation.)

4.1.3
1.

4.2
421

4.2.2

Programs:

The Public Works Agency will seek to revise the Reciprocal Traffic Mitigation Agreement with
the City of Oxnard to fund all necessary road improvements within each respective jurisdiction,
including but not limited to the U.S. 101 overpasses (e.g., Rice Road, Rose Avenue).

The General Services Agency will continue to work with the El Rio/Del Norte Municipal
Advisory Council, Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) and other planning
agencies to develop and implement the Regional Trails and Pathways Plan to facilitate the
installation of bicycle lanes and trails within the EI Rio/Del Norte Area Plan.

The Public Works Agency will continue to work with the Ventura County Transportation
Commission, South Coast Area Transit (SCAT) and appropriate private bus companies to
fund and provide increased bus services to the residents of the El Rio/Del Norte area.

The Public Works Agency will meet annually with the El Rio/Del Norte Municipal Advisory
Council to discuss the five year Capital Improvement Plan.

Waste Treatment and Disposal Facilities
Goals:

Encourage the construction of an adequate sewage collection system to serve the El Rio/Del
Norte area.

Ensure that sewage collection and treatment facilities are available to serve future
development in the Existing Community designated areas and are sized so as not to facilitate
future development outside the existing communities.

Ensure that sewage treatment faciliies provide maximum feasible protection and/or
enhancement of groundwater resources.

Ensure practices that reduce the volume of waste disposed of in landfills.
Policies:

Discretionary development shall be either served by a sewage treatment facility or an on-site
septic system where the total percolate from the property to the groundwater basin does not
exceed the Primary Standards - Inorganic Chemicals (Article 4, Title 22, California Code of
Regulations). Installation and maintenance of septic systems shall be regulated by the County
Environmental Health Division in accordance with the County's Sewer Policy, County Building
Code and County Service Area 32.

Discretionary development within Commercial or Industrial designations served by on-site
septic systems shall be conditioned to:

a. Ensure to the satisfaction of the Environmental Health Division that any accidental release
of industrial wastewater, hazardous materials, or hazardous waste will be remedied in a

Ventura County General Plan — EL RIO/DEL NORTE AREA PLAN (6-28-11 edition)
1

2. Plan for safe pedestrian and bicycle pathways throughout
the El Rio/Del Norte area.
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2. Plan for safe pedestrian and bicycle pathways throughout the El Rio/Del Norte area.
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Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cyde 3 Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board
The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency's resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of ti&jr knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
the public right-of-way fagllit] sible for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.

\'

Signature: I Date: 6/‘r 3/(‘

Name: \ 5U i.H'- Rt phone: _80C, oS4, 2673
Title: ; ) e-mail: Mﬂmﬂ%

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

(For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*

(For use only when appropriate)

If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.
Signature: Date:

Name: Phone:

Title: e-mail:

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm
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Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Callfor Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC’s
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC's Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:

Chapter 7; Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer’s Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application’s technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the project’s Scope,
Cost and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and
application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials: G
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials: 6\:3

a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” limits and limits of each
primary element of the project. Scale must be shown on the plan/map

b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency'’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

o

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials: 6\:3
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials: G

a. The Caltrans Project Estimate (Attachment F) must be filled out per the instructions and attached to the
application, in the appropriate location.

b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines
as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines chapter 22.6

d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal
corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost





Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Callfor Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials: 6\"

a. Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within influence
area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials: SR

a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable federal requirements
and timeframes.

b. “Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

c. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUSs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, efc.

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with Implementing Agency’s
expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.

7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials: GL
a. For new Traffic Control Signals — an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrants 1- 9
x N/A (CA MUTCD) must be submitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final
decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must
include the name and license number of the responsible engineer and must be attached to the
application in the “Additional Attachments” section.

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials: Q\P

a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate

b. When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:

Name (Last, First):|wgg;<_s , 0, GELALD |
Title: | ENGTWES - T |
Engineer License Number | 599 o |

Signature:§')E :&;\: :I E

Date: | Q_!;g,);g ) ‘

Em ail: |%Etihh W ee)\s SQ:Q!Q:::S: DEEI

Phone: [ @o<> U11-N$) )






		Blank Page








33
oJA/

MEWERS S
AKS
FILLMOR! §
2
]

A
7.

5

\ -V SANTA BARBARA COUNTY

LA CONCHIIA LAk casiTas SPRINGS

—
[
[V
>
3
] A
CASITAS =
23 w
SEA CLIFF %
<
2

SOLIMAR BEACH(33
/ o S

N VALLEY
OORPARA

N 1

10 I
¥ VENTURA

LOS ANGELES AVE

/A ZS/ALS [ma SOMIS

3

<
=
S

S 54
THOUSANM!L
oD OAKS

PROJECT LOCATION

PORT
REGIONAL MAP A HUENEM:

OC@W

VICINITY MAP
N.T.S.

COUNTY OF VENTURA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) CYCLE 3 - 2016
CENTRAL AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS
VICINITY MAP EXHIBIT






LEGEND:

GCR #22 = GOLD COAST TRANSIT ROUTE #22
OUHSD = OXNARD UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT
RMHS = RIO MESA HIGH SCHOOL
|
\
GCR #22 RMHS
{(\@
e PROJECT
HWY 118
= S THOUSAN
\ U\I“d w
P
H 7
VENTURA
COUNTY
_ @_
NGELES
COUNTY
GRAPHIC SCALE
Q 20,?00
1 inch = 20,000 ft.
COUNTY OF VENTURA

PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) CYCLE 3 - 2016
CENTRAL AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

REGIONAL MAP

EXHIBIT



PWATD

Polygonal Line



PWATD

Polygonal Line



PWATD

Oval



PWATD

Rectangle





COUNTY OF VENTURA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) CYCLE 3 - 2016
CENTRAL AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS
LOCATION MAP EXHIBIT






(i)
SATICOY

Walls Gontar

Fouth 5 ports
Complex

PROPOSED
GOLD COAST 2 SlFos

TRANSIT B .: SIDEWALK
SITBUS IMPROVEMENTS
ROUTE 22 Y

Juwenile
Justice
Center

L)
The Callection
4t Rive (Far

NYELAND
ACRES
&

0

Orehard

Fark RinLindo

Citrus Grove Bark

] |:|5t.-L.Juhn'3
Regional
Medical Center

COUNTY OF VENTURA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) CYCLE 3 - 2016

CENTRAL AVENUE PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS
TRANSIT SYSTEM & DESTINATION MAP EXHIBIT

Oxnard B
&




PWATD

Callout

PROPOSED
SIDEWALK
IMPROVEMENTS



PWATD

Callout

GOLD COAST TRANSIT BUS ROUTE 22



PWATD

Polygonal Line





|Points of interest shown on this map, all accessible via GCR #22. |

22 WELLS CENTER - ST.JOHN’S - NYELAND ACRES

<.
<D &@ (\)/gﬁltlgr
SRS - SATICOY GCR #22
O “
<© 3 = Post
%, Office
Q VCTC
‘(\Q\ Ventura County
@*Q D Operations Yard
N < [ ]
<& S
N PROJECT
(29 &
N
,\Q}%Q Legend
@G Route 22
A\QG‘
@Q‘ eeee Sunday - Friday Service
(}‘b
o Timepoint (see schedule)
Transfer Point
Reduces travel _
time between VCTC Transfer Point
East Ventura B Point of Interest
and Oxnard by Lwvenile B School
ONE HOUR! Justice m
Center
%,
< /L%/ %J‘/
% %6’/ ‘%70
% The Collection at
O/. waark
%,
c 9
- Esplanade 0///b&
o S NYELAND
E9 S & & ACRES
U &
E S
Ventury g,
Ventura Ventura Bl
County
Behavorial Ml Veterans Affairs
Health
i WalMart = M Social Security
B PacificaHs gl FYYSRN
a B m 2
Bl X Medical @
& St. John’s Regional Cinic k=l
Medical Center o

805-487-4222 | GOLDCOASTTRANSIT.ORG

ROUTE 22



PWATD

Polygon



PWATD

Callout

PROJECT



PWATD

Oval



PWATD

Callout

GCR #22



PWATD

Text Box

Points of interest shown on this map, all accessible via GCR #22.
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EXHIBIT
Central Avenue Bicycle Lanes - Disadvantaged Communities (DACs)
Median Incomes in Census Tracts in Influence Areas of
Rio Mesa High School (RMHS) and Gold Coast Transit (GCT) Route #22
ATP Cycle 3 Income Threshold for DACs => DAC Population Potentially Affected by Project => 19.6%[___18676]
18,676
Census Tract Median Incomes - American Fact Finder Census Tract Population - American Fact Finder
Block Group => 1 2 3 a Block Group => 1 2 3 a
0; 105803 |5 56214]5  8Lals|s 84271 o 175 1,004 2,890 2,773
.0: 34,559 - - - 0; 966
1 66,108 - - - 1 235
44,805 |5 50451 - - ,152 2,749
212 - - - X 313
105500 [S 52,730 - - 838 3363
4. 837 -~ 9. 933
“ ,929 | S 43,875 4 861 2,262
50 757 — 50, ,978
50. ,197 | § 46,396 50. ,182 4,586
50.04 76,339 - - 50.04 6,016
51.00 4739 |5 67,750 |5 109,946 51.00 558 1,005 1,726
52.02 75,000 [$ 108,867 -~ 52.02 1,090 1832
52.03 87,357 |6 818755 93036 5203 2322 1,929 1,008
04 157,917 [ 134,444 - .04 1,839 1,493
5 119,643 | § 593 - 5 2,276 3,497
.02 87,500 | § ,500 | $ 67,031 .02 1,675 1,550
3 72,500 [$__100375 - 3 2,157 1,564
04 91,786 | 5 717 - .04 1,982 2,220
56 557295 77,3845 104,071 - 56.00 2,851 1972 5,097
‘Averages => 75029 § 72,441 § 9,100 § 84271 Total Pop. => 50,449 31,470 10,725 2,773
$ 76363 Total Population Affected => 95,417
CA_DACs ATP 2016 Estimates.xisx 11 05/23/2016
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Central Avenue Bicycle Lanes - Disadvantaged Communities (DACs)
Median Incomes in Census Tracts in Influence Areas of
Rio Mesa High School (RMHS) and Gold Coast Transit (GCT) Route #22

ATP Cycle 3 Income Threshold for DACs => DAC Population Potentially Affected by Project => 19.6%
18,676
Census Tract Median Incomes - American Fact Finder Census Tract Population - American Fact Finder
Block Group => 1 2 3 4 Block Group => 1 2 3 4
13.01 S 105,903 | S 56,214 | S 81,418 | S 84,271 13.01 1,175 1,204 2,894 2,773
13.02 S 34,559 -- -- -- 13.02 1,966
30.10 S 66,108 -- -- -- 30.10 3,235
30.11 S 44,405 | $ 50,451 -- -- 30.11 3,152 2,749
30.12 S 42,212 -- -- -- 30.12 313
30.13 S 105,500 | S 52,730 -- -- 30.13 1,888 3,363
49.01 S 82,837 -- -- -- 49.01 6,933
49.02 S 45,929 | $ 43,875 -- -- 49.02 2,861 2,262
50.02 S 41,757 -- -- -- 50.02 2,978
50.03 S 60,197 | $ 46,396 -- -- 50.03 3,182 4,586
50.04 S 76,339 -- -- -- 50.04 6,016
51.00 S 47,396 | $ 67,750 | S 109,946 -- 51.00 558 1,245 1,726
52.02 S 75,000 | $ 108,867 -- -- 52.02 1,090 1,832
52.03 S 87,357 | S 81,875 | S 93,036 -- 52.03 2,322 1,929 1,008
52.04 S 157,917 | $ 134,444 -- -- 52.04 1,839 1,493
52.05 S 119,643 | S 67,593 -- -- 52.05 2,276 3,497
55.02 S 87,500 | S 52,500 | S 67,031 -- 55.02 1,675 1,550
55.03 S 72,500 | $ 100,375 -- -- 55.03 2,157 1,564
55.04 S 91,786 | S 73,717 -- -- 55.04 1,982 2,224
56.00 S 55,729 | S 77,384 | $ 104,071 -- 56.00 2,851 1,972 5,097
Averages => S 75,029 S 72,441 S 91,100 $ 84,271 Total Pop. => 50,449 31,470 10,725 2,773
S 76,363 Total Population Affected => 95,417

CA_DACs ATP 2016 Estimates.xlsx lifl 05/23/2016
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ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SCREENING
TooL, VERSION 2.0
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GUIDANCE AND SCREENING TOOL

Matthew Rodriquez, Secretary
California Environmental Protection Agency

George V. Alexeeff, Ph.D., Director
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Census Tract

6111000500
6111003900
6111004503
6111004704
6111004715
6111004902
6111009100

CES 2.0
Score

39.75
40.92
38.76
43.47
49.71
56.09
49.84

CES 2.0
Percentile Range

76-80%

81-85%

76-80%

81-85%

91-95%
96-100% (highest scores)

91-95%

Total California
Population County

1867 Ventura
7533 Ventura
4387 Ventura
1469 Ventura
5020 Ventura
5091 Ventura
5279 Ventura

Race or ethnicity from 2010 Census (%)

Hispanic (%) White (%) African American (%)

65.6
88.8
79.1
82.3
73.6
95.8

93

32
5.5
5.6

13.7
12.4
1.5
3.6

0.2
0.8

2
1.2

3
1.2
2.1

Native American (%)
0.2
0.3
0.1
0.1
0.2
0.1
0.1

Asian American (%)

1.1

4

11.7

13

8.9

0.9

0.8

Other (%)

1
0.7
14
1.5
1.9
0.5
0.4
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California Health Disadvantage Index | Public Health Alliance of Southern California Page 1 of 3
OUR VISION:

Our Work California Health Disadvantage Index

Healthy Transportation Healthy Food Systems Data in Action

California Health Disadvantage Index (HDI)

The Public Health Alliance has developed a ite index to identify ive health di in
California. The purpose of this Health Disadvantage Index (HDI) is to prioritize public and private investments,
resources and programs. HDI includes diverse non-medical economic, social, political and environmental factors
that influence physical and cognitive function, behavior and disease. These factors are often called health
determinants or social determinants of health and form the root causes of disadvantage. Indicator data used for
HDI comes from publicly available sources and is produced at a census tract level. HDI materials are freely
available online for use by communities and public and private agencies.

Explore the California Health Disadvantage Index (HDI)

http://phasocal.org/ca-hdi/ 05/09/2016
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HDI 1.1 Data Files

Files for Inmediate Use

HDI v1.1 Portable Data File [XLS, 13MB] - Package of all HDI v1.1 scores per census tract in Excel workbook format. In addition to
the scores, this file includes basic information on the HDI and definitions for each indicator used in the score.

HDI v1.1 Map Shape File [ZIP, 7MB] - Shape file of the HDI v1.1 joined to 2010 Census Tracts. For use with any mapping application
that supports shape files.

Files for Score Replication

HDI v1.1 Source Data Files [ZIP, 158MB] - All (1) raw source data files and (2) cleaned and formatted data files. Includes CSVs of
both individual and combined indicator scores per census tract.

HDI v1.1 R Program Files [ZIP, <1 MB] - These files will generate the HDI v1.1 scores from source data tables (available above). For
use with the free, open-source R statistical software package.

[]

http://phasocal.org/ca-hdi/hdi-reports-data-files/hdi-data-files/[06/08/2016 3:52:39 PM] http://phasocal.org/ca-hdi/hdi-reports-data-files/hdi-data-files/[06/08/2016 3:52:39 PM]
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Note: The purpose of this information is to corroborate or show the basis for the maps here above, and to provide the data for Question #5.  The form does not allow attachments for Question #5.





c D E F [ e H ] | [ ) K L
1 Census Tracts - Affected by Project (RMHS or GCT Route #22 boundaries)
2 Census Tracts - Affected by Project (RMHS or GCT Route #22 boundaries) and DACs by ATP Definition
3
4 |Variable Name Definition Code/C 13.01 13.02 30.10 30.11 30.12 30.13 49.01 49.02 50.02
CensusTract 11-digit census tract code leading O for state is included 13.01 13.02 3010 3011 30.12 3013 49.01 49.02 50.02
(state+county+tractID)
11-digit census tract code . L 0611100130|0611100130{0611100301|0611100301 (0611100301 (0611100301 (0611100490|0611100490|0611100500
CensusTract leading O for state is included
6 (state+county+tractID) 1 2 0 1 2 3 1 2 2
7 |pop2010 total population of census tract in 2010 Decennial Census 2010 7724 1778 2885 5397 321 4657 6249 5091 3003
8 |pct2010gq population in group quarters in 2010 range 0-100 0.10 0.00 0.40 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.20
San
City City associated with centroid of census tract  [spatially computed field Buenaventur| 0.00 Oxnard Oxnard Oxnard Oxnard Oxnard Oxnard 0.00
9 a (Ventura)
10 (ZIP 5-digit postal zip code from CES2 93004 93004 93036 93036 93036 93036 93030 93030 93036
11 [County_FIPS 5-digit code of county leading O for state is included 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111
12 |County_Name Name of county Alameda . .. Yuba Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura
13 [UrbanType Census classification of urban type urban, urban_cluster, rural urban_area | urban_area [ urban_area | urban area [ urban_area [ urban area | urban area [ urban area [ urban area
14 hdi_total Total score of HDI weighted average of domain means 0.07 0.32 0.11 0.50 NA 0.03 0.23 0.94 0.64
15 |hdi_pctile Percentile ranking ranking of HDI 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 14.06 56.54 22.43 72.36 NA 3.61 44.58 92.65 80.42
1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th (least-most
quintiles Quintile of HDI score S » 2nd, 3rd, &th, (least-mosf 1st 3rd 2nd 4th NA 1st 3rd Sth Sth
16 disadvantaged)
1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th (least-most
quartiles Quartile of HDI score 5 ne S (least-mos 1st 3rd 1st 3rd NA 1st 2nd 4th 4th
17 disadvantaged)
18 |hdi_top25pct Top 25% most di: d Yes=top 25%, No= least 75% No No No No NA No No Yes Yes
Eq i i f i - High lue= I
economic conomic domain mean of 8 constrained z- ighest value= most disadvantaged, 0.09 026 0.10 063 NA 0.01 0.14 110 077
19 scores 0O=least
P til ki ki f i
economic_pctile ercentile raniing ranking of economic 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 33.49 54.18 35.62 77.58 NA 17.41 40.69 92.75 83.37
20 domain z score
education Education domain mean of constrained z- Highest value= most disadvantaged, 0.00 0.14 0.00 038 NA 0.00 0.49 188 0.00
21 scores 0O=least
22 education_pctile Percentile ranking of education domain z score|0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 19.50 48.99 19.50 65.94 NA 19.50 72.58 98.32 19.50
environment Environment domain mean of constrained z-  |Highest value= most disadvantaged, 011 0.14 0.05 0.00 NA 0.00 0.00 0.04 017
23 scores 0O=least
P til ki f envi t d i
54 [environment_pctie S:Q'::" i€ ranking of environment domain 2 1 160 (jeast-most disadvantaged) 36.70 39.55 3023 12.54 NA 12.54 12.54 30.12 4218
High lue= I
25 health Health domain mean of constrained z-scores Oli::: value= most disadvantaged, 0.07 0.75 0.05 0.62 NA 0.01 0.45 0.34 0.09
26 |health_pctile Percentile ranking of health domain z score 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 30.58 83.52 27.81 78.62 NA 20.63 69.79 61.82 34.22
[Neighborh T Tconstrained z- |Highest value= most di T
neighborhood eighborhood domain mean of constrained z ighest value= most disadvantaged, 017 0.88 0.17 019 NA 0.18 0.36 018 138
27 scores 0O=least
P til ki f neighborhood di i
g |neighborhood_pctile S:;::" fle ranking of neighborhood domainz |, 4 44 (jeast-most disadvantaged) 51.17 92.53 50.89 55.33 NA 53.18 69.88 54.84 99.32
social Economic domain mean of constrained z- Highest value= most disadvantaged, 0.00 0.26 0.25 052 NA 0.07 0.29 102 103
29 scores 0O=least
A M N 0 P [ a [ ®r s T U v w
1 [http://phasocal.or;
2
3
4 |Variable Name 50.03 50.04 51.00 52.02 52.03 52.04 52.05 55.02 55.03 55.04 56.00
CensusTract 50.03 50.04 51.00 52.02 52.03 52.04 52.05 55.02 55.03 55.04 56.00
CensusTract 0611100500|0611100500{0611100510{0611100520(0611100520(0611100520 (0611100520 (0611100550|0611100550|0611100550|0611100560
6 3 4 0 2 3 4 5 2 3 4 0
7 |pop2010 8366 5419 3768 2694 5226 3367 5767 5127 3336 4320 9976
8 [pct2010gq 0.10 0.00 9.70 0.00 0.00 0.60 0.20 0.20 2.30 0.00 3.90
City El Rio Oxnard 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Camarillo Camarillo Camarillo Camarillo 0.00
9
10 (ZIP 93036 93036 93066 93066 93010 93010 93010 93010 93010 93010 93012
11 [County_FIPS 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111 06111
12 |County_Name Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura Ventura
13 [UrbanType urban_area [ urban_area rural urban_area [ urban_area [ urban area [ urban area [ urban area [ urban area [ urban area [ urban area
14 hdi_total 0.43 0.10 0.13 0.26 0.02 0.01 0.08 0.18 0.50 0.04 0.06
15 [hdi_pctile 67.32 21.19 26.59 49.01 241 1.76 16.53 37.30 72.22 6.40 10.15
16 quintiles 4th 2nd 2nd 3rd 1st 1st 1st 2nd 4th 1st 1st
17 quartiles 3rd 1st 2nd 2nd 1st 1st 1st 2nd 3rd 1st 1st
18 |hdi_top25pct No No No No No No No No No No No
19 economic 0.59 0.02 0.02 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.15 0.81 0.05 0.00
20 economic_pctile 75.71 20.07 18.82 65.65 7.39 7.39 27.91 42.46 84.69 25.57 7.39
21 education 0.00 0.04 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.00 0.59 0.00 0.15
2 education_pctile 19.50 4171 71.80 19.50 19.50 19.50 50.61 19.50 77.42 19.50 49.66
23 environment 0.00 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.10
24 environment_pctile 12.54 47.00 12.54 12.54 12.54 12.54 30.93 38.20 12.54 12.54 35.45
25 health 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.25 0.09 0.08 0.07 0.24 0.25 0.02 0.00
26 |health_pctile 25.27 9.60 25.38 53.86 33.79 32.23 29.69 52.21 53.52 23.20 9.60
27 neighborhood 0.68 0.74 132 0.52 0.18 0.11 0.49 0.15 0.20 0.15 0.62
28 neighborhood_pctile 85.42 88.57 98.81 77.81 54.86 28.59 76.13 44.73 57.90 45.72 82.20
29 social 0.67 0.19 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.02 0.04 0.00
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4 |Variable Name Definition Code/C: 13.01 13.02 30.10 30.11 30.12 30.13 49.01 49.02 50.02
CensusTract 11-digit census tract code leading 0 for state is included 13.01 13.02 30.10 30.11 30.12 3013 49.01 29.02 50.02
5 (state+county+tractID)
30 [social_pctile Percentile ranking of social domain z score 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 12.68 54.54 54.38 69.34 NA 36.53 56.77 86.41 86.76
Spatially modeled, age-adjusted rate of
asthma emergency department (ED) visits for asthma |>0 (O least disadvantaged) 31.42 31.44 39.23 4131 NA 39.23 60.95 60.95 39.22
31 per 10,000
32 |asthma_pctile Percentile ranking of asthma rate 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 33.31 33.35 49.06 52.83 NA 49.06 81.20 81.20 49.02
Percentage of renter households payi
costburden ercentage of renter NOUsenolds paying MOre |4 g4 (jeast-most disadvantaged) 57.98 40.00 37.55 62.67 NA 41.47 65.05 83.43 70.60
33 than 30% of income on rent
Percentile ranking of tage of renter cost
44 [costburden_pciile Eice" fié ranking of percentage O renter sty 109 (least-most disadvantaged) 5174 13.04 9.94 65.51 NA 1524 72.08 97.77 84.77
crowded Percentage of households withmore than 1} 0o o6t disadvantaged) 1111 7.74 7.47 13.18 NA 10.39 9.97 32.85 21.98
35 occupant per room
36 [crowded_pctile Percentile ranking of crowded households 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 69.60 59.67 58.81 74.14 NA 67.62 66.39 95.71 87.69
Percentage of the non-institutionalized
disability ercentage of the non-institutionatize 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 9.81 18.67 530 12.32 NA 8.54 3.92 1122 11.98
37 population with any disability
38 [disability_pctile Percentile ranking of disability households 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 52.35 95.16 8.42 74.45 NA 38.70 2.66 65.80 72.00
39 [income Median annual household income >0 84308.00 | 35645.00 | 65108.00 | 51250.00 NA 69722.00 | 66842.00 | 43438.00 | 43750.00
Percentile ranking of medi ]
income_pctile ercentie raniing ot median annua 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 23.68 86.09 43.00 63.17 NA 37.50 40.93 7453 74.09
40 household income
41 [lbw Percent low birth weight, spatially modeled 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 5.23 5.28 5.20 5.58 NA 5.13 5.56 531 5.11
2 Ibw_pctile Percentile ranking of percent low birth weight |0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 66.20 71.03 63.46 88.65 NA 56.53 87.73 73.69 53.45
noauto Percentage of households without access to.an|, ;41 0ot most disadvantaged) 5.02 872 2.06 14.16 NA 473 0.50 10.54 295
43 automobile
Percentile ranking of households without
noauto_pctile ercentile ranking of housenolds withou 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 4825 69.18 20.69 84.55 NA 46.27 4.74 75.77 47.76
44 access to an automobile
P T household wh
noenglish ercentage of household where no personat |, ;5 105t most disadvantaged) 559 9.42 1081 19.68 NA 9.45 6.06 28.07 30.86
45 least 14 years old speaks English well
Percentile ranking of household where no
noenglish_pctile centlle raniing of housenold where n 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 40.70 57.18 61.80 81.98 NA 57.27 42.74 91.80 93.60
46 person at least 14 years old speaks English well
Percentage of populati 25 without
nohighschl ercentage of popuiation over age 25 WIthout 1 144 (east-most disadvantaged) 11.88 22.76 17.53 35.37 NA 20.08 12.46 65.89 46.15
47 a high school education
Percentile ranking of populati 25
nohighschl_pctile ercentile ranking of population over age 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 43.04 65.20 56.01 80.97 NA 60.88 44.63 99.09 90.25
48 without a high school education
) Percentage of th lation in homes lackil )
nokitchen ercentage of the popuation in omes A€ 10100 (least-most disadvantaged) 228 239 0.00 0.39 NA 037 0.50 0.00 335
49 complete kitchen facilities
Percentile ranking of th fation in h
nokitchen_pctile ercentile ranking of the population inNOMEs 1 144 (aast-most disadvantaged) 81.59 82.72 22.18 46.26 NA 45.99 48.97 22.18 89.91
50 lacking complete kitchen facilities
Percentage of 15-17 ds not enrolled i
5 [notinhiscl S;:gz’l' e o yearolds notenrotledin 16 100 (least-most disadvantaged) 0.00 364 0.00 0.00 NA 0.00 536 18.97 0.00
Percentile ranking of 15-17 Ids not
notinhiscl_pctile ereent fe ranking o yearoldsno 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 36.26 79.37 36.26 36.26 NA 36.26 83.49 97.28 36.26
52 enrolled in school
A M N 0 P 5 R S T U v w
4 _|Variable Name 50.03 50.04 51.00 52.02 52.03 52.04 52.05 55.02 55.03 55.04 56.00
5 |censusTract 50.03 50.04 51.00 52.02 52.03 52.04 52,05 55.02 55.03 55.04 56.00
30 [social_pctile 75.94 19.87 12.68 12.68 1268 1268 12.68 63.81 29.15 3218 1268
asthma 39.23 39.23 28.48 32.14 35.62 35.29 35.28 35.62 35.62 35.62 26.97
31
32 [asthma_pctile 49.06 49.06 27.60 34.67 41.70 40.99 40.96 41.70 41.70 41.70 24.69
43 |costourden 70.57 59.04 53.79 7373 47.46 0.00 63.57 54.28 89.27 55.97 40.91
34 |costburden_petile 84.70 54.98 39.86 89.68 25.49 0.19 68.06 41.33 99.08 45.98 14.46
45 |crowded 20.17 4585 3.78 447 197 0.00 0.68 5.96 171 079 379
36 [crowded_pctile 8538 46.85 40.00 4459 2581 128 13.04 5248 2323 13.99 40.02
5 |disability 1095 3.8 7.16 11.40 1127 1177 1150 9.60 1138 1076 954
38 [disability_pctile 63.48 282 23.25 67.29 66.19 70.29 68.18 50.24 67.03 61.73 4939
39 [income 50734.00 | 73750.00 | 97750.00 | 84886.00 | 90612.00 | 119651.00 | 111016.00 | 58595.00 | 73313.00 | 78042.00 | 84663.00
40 [income_petile 63.95 33.13 14.68 23.16 19.04 6.40 8.69 51.92 33.56 2913 23.42
41 [Ibw 264 262 5.06 2.97 517 493 5.08 531 539 498 501
4 |1bv_petite 856 7.63 47.57 35.98 60.55 3157 50.72 73.72 79.28 37.14 4138
43 |noauto 6.27 5.83 164 475 2.19 0.00 2.09 293 1123 472 236
a4 |n03Ut0_pctle 56.95 53.83 16.00 1641 22.03 1.69 2098 20.65 77.89 14622 2375
45 |noenglish 19.27 558 327 0.00 1.48 218 432 522 0.99 4585 7.23
noenglish_pctile 81.23 40,63 26.77 207 1296 18.62 33.65 38.55 9.21 36.60 48.40
46
4 |nonighschl 5153 20.11 18.17 9.80 8.10 405 7.07 1418 8.85 1057 1034
4 |nohignschl_pctile 93.61 60.91 57.33 37.07 3117 14.44 27.46 148.67 33.80 39.41 3874
40 |Pokitchen 0.00 055 0.00 218 0.00 0.00 0.00 313 9.97 138 031
5o [nokitchen_petile 2218 50.87 2218 93.46 2218 22.18 2218 88.44 99.41 69.41 4541
5 [notinhiscl 0.00 0.00 224 0.00 0.00 0.00 478 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5 |notinhiscl_pctile 36.26 36.26 76.48 36.26 36.26 36.26 82.06 36.26 36.26 36.26 36.26






A B C D E F G H | J K L
4 |Variable Name Definition Code/C 13.01 13.02 30.10 30.11 30.12 30.13 49.01 49.02 50.02
CensusTract 11-digit census tract code leading 0 for state is included 13.01 13.02 30.10 30.11 3012 30.13 49.01 49.02 50.02
5 (state+county+tractID)
P t; f3and4 Ids not lled i
o |notinprscl S;:;ZT age of 3 and 4 year olds not enrolled N |, 1 0 (least-most disadvantaged) 30.83 50.00 24.26 67.68 NA 16.09 62.34 82.94 26.40
P til ki f3and 4 Ids not
notinprscl_pctile ercentiie raniing of 3. and Ayear ol MOt 16,100 (least-most disadvantaged) 29.63 52.84 23.46 76.34 NA 16.81 69.72 90.26 25.36
54 enrolled in school
P t f registered vot t voting i
novoter10 ercentage of registered voters NOtVOtng I 14 144 (jeast-most disadvantaged) 42.98 36.24 51.71 48.58 NA 45.26 57.06 54.55 56.54
55 the 2010 general election
P til ki f registered vots t
novoter10_pctile ercentile ranking of registered voters not 14 14 (east-most disadvantaged) 47.06 28.11 69.37 62.26 NA 53.49 83.06 76.50 81.65
56 voting in the 2010 general election
P t f registered vot t voting i
novoter12 ercentage of registered voters NOLVOHNEIN 16,100 (least-most disadvantaged) 26.28 26.46 3024 3257 NA 3142 36.73 3635 39.63
57 the 2012 general election
tile of registered vots t voting in th
novoter12_pctile ercentile of registered voters notvoting In e 1, 144 (jeast-most disadvantaged) 3311 33.71 46,97 54.48 NA 50.64 66.46 65.30 73.95
58 2012 general election
nowork Percentage of population aged 25-64 whoare | ;0o st disadvantaged) 8.80 050 9.50 13.80 NA 3.90 6.40 430 5.60
59 unemployed
P til ki f lati d 25-64
nowork_pctile ercentiie ranidng of population age 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 49.59 015 55.87 8249 NA 8.06 27.17 1022 2022
60 who are unemployed
Percentage of the population under aged 65
poverty with household incomes below twice the 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 19.61 45.55 28.43 45.13 NA 23.71 26.97 67.07 57.26
61 Federal Poverty Line
Percentile ranking of the population under
poverty_pctile aged 65 with household incomes below twice [0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 28.80 68.65 44.22 67.97 NA 36.29 41.94 91.54 82.18
62 the Federal Poverty Line
Top 25% of 75-100 P il ki
poverty_top25pct op ) 5% of poverty (75-100 Percentile ranking Yes=top 25%, No= least 75% No No No No NA No No Yes Yes
| 63 ranking)
Percentage of the population not living within
parks a half-mile of a park, beach, or open space 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 0.03 2.70 0.00 0.00 NA 0.00 52.44 0.08 100.00
64 greater than 1 acre
Percentile ranking of the population not living
parks_pctile within a half-mile of a park, beach, or open 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 37.61 43.18 18.76 18.76 NA 18.76 78.15 37.97 97.80
65 space greater than 1 acre
5-year (2006-2010) annual average rate of
pedshurt severe and fatal pedestrian injuries per 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 9.74 0.00 7.90 0.00 NA 0.00 0.00 4.05 0.00
66 100,000 population
P til ki f | rate of pedestri:
pedshurt_pctile percentile ranking of annualrate oT pedestrian |4 164 (least-most disadvantaged) 76.56 19.61 70.64 19.61 NA 19.61 19.61 50.02 19.61
67 injuries
Three- | trati f
o8 [Pm25 P’\;:esyeara""”a mean concentration o 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 8.66 8.66 8.77 8.75 NA 8.74 8.85 8.90 8.82
" P til ki f | PM 2.5 "
oo [Pm25_pctile o cnile ranking o annuamean 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 3217 3203 34.02 33.76 NA 33.48 35.58 3642 34.93
P t: f ied housi its not
renters ercentage of occupiec housing units no 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 42,64 28.13 49.61 54.68 NA 52.30 50.99 57.85 61.57
70 occupied by property owners
A M N o P Q R N T U \ w
4 |Variable Name 50.03 50.04 51.00 52.02 52.03 52.04 52.05 55.02 55.03 55.04 56.00
5 CensusTract 50.03 50.04 51.00 52.02 52.03 52.04 52.05 55.02 55.03 55.04 56.00
53 notinprscl 44.09 48.57 73.08 25.35 12.90 18.84 10.00 44.50 79.07 8.49 54.80
54 notinprscl_pctile 44.92 50.94 82.24 24.42 14.68 18.77 12.93 45.45 87.51 12.18 59.16
55 novoterl0 54.50 50.15 31.70 33.12 28.18 25.55 29.31 48.48 36.47 34.16 33.52
56 novoter10_pctile 76.43 66.03 17.08 20.33 10.41 5.75 12.29 62.04 28.78 22.73 21.22
57 novoter12 38.47 29.66 20.75 19.80 18.30 17.01 19.45 31.06 20.54 19.36 20.90
58 novoter12_pctile 71.14 44.78 15.09 12.84 9.11 6.42 12.04 49.36 14.55 11.83 15.54
59 nowork 11.80 3.20 4.10 13.50 4.00 8.50 3.00 8.10 4.30 11.30 5.90
60 nowork_pctile 72.08 4.65 9.17 81.11 8.56 46.98 3.89 43.17 10.22 69.04 22.76
poverty 38.96 3351 18.45 19.98 13.97 11.63 18.24 37.91 21.83 18.98 15.78
61
poverty_pctile 60.07 52.30 26.58 29.58 17.35 12.77 26.10 58.49 32.99 27.52 21.07
62
poverty_top25pct No No No No No No No No No No No
|63
parks 75.27 99.26 99.89 52.00 0.00 18.30 35.95 7.74 0.00 0.00 40.13
64
parks_pctile 86.85 95.02 95.34 77.86 18.76 59.46 69.99 49.54 18.76 18.76 72.23
65
pedshurt 534 5.28 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.57 431
66
67 pedshurt_pctile 58.71 58.32 19.61 19.61 19.61 19.61 19.61 19.61 19.61 53.95 51.86
68 pm25 8.76 8.72 8.81 8.93 8.95 8.91 8.89 9.00 8.97 8.99 9.17
69 pm25_pctile 33.89 33.12 34.77 37.01 37.30 36.75 36.34 38.12 37.60 37.91 41.10
70 renters 30.64 52.06 21.68 26.90 19.96 4.04 24.40 76.90 36.66 30.98 26.54






A B C D E F G H | J K L
4 |variable Name Definition Code/C 13.01 13.02 30.10 30.11 30.12 30.13 49.01 49.02 50.02
CensusTract 11-digit census tract code leading O for state is included 13.01 13.02 3010 3011 30.12 3013 49.01 49.02 50.02
5 (state+county+tractID)
Percentile ranking of percentage of occupied
renters_pctile housing units not occupied by property 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 52.06 31.03 60.99 67.06 NA 64.13 62.70 70.59 74.94
71 owners
Gross retail, entertainment, and education
retail employment density (jobs/acre) on 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 0.80 0.08 0.79 0.63 NA 0.41 0.70 0.69 0.36
72 unprotected land
. . Percentile ranking of employment density for "
retail_pctile . ) ) 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 49.15 87.41 49.65 56.09 NA 66.25 53.20 53.71 68.73
73 retail, entertainment, and educational uses
singlparnt Percentage of family households with children | | o (..y_moct disadvantaged) 29.42 52.21 41.50 39.79 NA 18.23 23.01 18.83 36.81
74 under 18 with only one parent
Percentile ranking of percentage of family
singlparnt_pctile households with children under 18 with only ~ |0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 51.30 90.01 75.88 72.67 NA 24.96 35.75 26.22 67.27
75 one parent
Percentage of the population living more than
supermrkt one mile from a supermarket or large grocery [0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 7.40 100.00 0.00 2.96 NA 3.66 12.88 17.37 94.75
76 store
Percentile ranking of percentage of the
supermrkt_pctile population living more than one mile froma  |0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 65.57 97.09 26.66 61.45 NA 62.24 68.91 71.40 93.62
77 supermarket or large grocery store
Traffic densit high ithin 150 feet of
traffic rattic density on highways within 250T€€L O 4 100 (least-most disadvantaged) 865.90 1756.62 | 1135.28 896.61 NA 942.79 625.14 141643 | 1859.69
78 census tract boundaries
Percentile ranking of traffic density on
traffic_pctile highways within 150 feet of census tract 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 51.12 77.70 64.65 53.11 NA 55.84 32.12 71.99 78.87
79 boundaries
Population-weighted percentage of the census N
treecanopy ) 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 96.58 98.21 96.53 97.01 NA 96.43 96.02 97.01 97.67
80 tract area without tree canopy
Percentile ranking of population-weighted
treecanopy_pctile percentage of the census tract area without ~ |0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 78.66 96.29 77.71 86.35 NA 75.79 67.77 86.27 93.10
81 tree canopy
P t: f thi lati ithout health
uninsured percentage of the population Without health 14 164 (least-most disadvantaged) 8.43 17.39 26.16 36.06 NA 16.59 22.67 40.43 31.29
82 insurance
. . Percentile ranking of percentage of the "
uninsured_pctile N . ) 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 19.88 54.25 79.25 94.05 NA 51.44 70.85 96.96 88.75
83 population without health insurance
84 |yll Years of life lost per capita 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) -0.26 2.36 -0.45 2.81 NA -2.20 -4.57 -6.13 -1.70
P til ki f Y f life lost
g5 [ViLpetile c:;icg" i€ ranking of fears ot ite lost per 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 50.04 76.79 47.59 80.48 NA 27.78 9.29 359 3327
86 [asian_pct Percent of Asians in the total population 0-100 4.12 0.00 6.92 4.47 0.00 8.38 18.91 0.00 0.00
87 |black_pct Percent of Blacks in the total population 0-100 1.70 0.00 4.47 291 0.00 3.63 4.48 0.00 0.00
88 |latino_pct Percent of Latinos in the total population 0-100 40.57 60.65 67.51 79.22 100.00 57.89 57.59 100.00 91.16
P tof t in the total
multiple_pct ercent of fwo ormore races in the tota 0-100 3.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.46 2.32 0.00 0.00
89 population
A M N o P Q R N T U \ w
4 |variable Name 50.03 50.04 51.00 52.02 52.03 52.04 52.05 55.02 55.03 55.04 56.00
5 CensusTract 50.03 50.04 51.00 52.02 52.03 52.04 52.05 55.02 55.03 55.04 56.00
renters_pctile 34.98 63.89 20.63 29.01 17.96 0.67 24.88 88.59 43.98 35.53 28.41
71
retail 0.92 0.32 0.02 0.11 033 0.03 0.07 2.98 0.44 1.70 0.13
72
retail_pctile 45.12 71.22 93.43 85.09 70.46 91.93 87.63 13.90 64.93 26.31 83.13
73
74 singlparnt 23.04 36.01 14.29 15.38 27.11 20.99 21.08 41.68 32.30 34.17 16.62
singlparnt_pctile 35.78 65.67 16.46 18.86 45.90 30.84 31.08 76.11 58.26 61.97 21.63
75
supermrkt 31.26 12.96 99.98 48.70 0.15 18.55 62.56 0.00 0.00 0.00 61.26
76
supermrkt_pctile 77.30 68.96 96.46 82.81 55.54 72.01 86.23 26.66 26.66 26.66 85.97
77
78 traffic 1138.22 2052.43 325.19 490.55 467.81 455.91 1443.79 1702.84 627.15 571.95 1606.99
traffic_pctile 64.78 81.19 12.16 22.48 20.81 19.84 72.59 76.88 32.30 27.95 75.48
79
80 treecanopy 97.99 96.40 93.55 92.84 96.61 93.57 91.35 97.24 97.32 97.03 96.04
treecanopy_pctile 95.18 75.11 37.34 32.66 79.31 37.47 24.98 89.04 89.97 86.63 68.04
81
82 uninsured 34.62 8.10 19.28 791 1117 4.07 15.57 16.70 9.88 12.85 9.40
83 uninsured_pctile 92.66 18.70 60.72 17.99 30.94 5.61 47.76 51.93 25.55 37.51 23.82
84 |yll -3.37 -1.01 0.40 2.59 -0.03 -1.43 -5.63 1.48 0.14 -1.97 -1.44
5 yll_pctile 16.78 40.97 57.80 78.61 52.87 36.31 5.09 69.29 54.96 30.22 36.10
86 |asian_pct 0.00 10.16 2.95 4.54 5.19 10.45 9.01 12.54 7.96 6.75 11.72
87 |black_pct 0.00 2.97 3.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.16 3.08 0.00 1.60
88 |latino_pct 90.21 58.94 46.83 23.66 18.70 12.68 17.20 34.63 25.75 24.90 24.89
89 multiple_pct 0.00 2.75 0.00 0.00 3.14 3.29 2.37 3.58 4.04 3.56 2.81






A B C D E F G H | J K L
4 |Variable Name Definition Code/C 13.01 13.02 30.10 30.11 30.12 30.13 49.01 49.02 50.02
CensusTract 11-digit census tract code leading O for state is included 13.01 13.02 3010 3011 30.12 3013 49.01 49.02 50.02
5 (state+county+tractID)
NativeAm_pct Percent of American Indian/Alaskan Nativesin| o 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
90 the total population
P t of th in the total
other_pct ercent of some other race in the fota 0-100 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
91 population
Pacificlsl_pct Percent o_f Native Hawailans .and other Pacific 0-100 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
92 Islanders in the total population
i i 0-100 5058 39.35 21.09 13.40 0.00 27.64 16.69 0.00 3.4
94 |CES2Score CalEnviroScreeen 2.0 overall score 0-100 20.83 30.35 21.73 32.72 3541 19.81 23.15 56.09 35.50
96-100%
CES2PercentileRange Percentile ranking Range of CES2 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 41-45% 61-65% 41-45% 66-70% 71-75% 41-45% 46-50% (highest 71-75%
95 scores)
. Percentile ranking ranking of CalEnviroScreeen .
ces2_pctile 0-100 (least-most disadvantaged) 42.68 63.95 44.73 68.21 72.83 40.08 48.66 96.52 72.98
96 2.0 overall score
1st, 2nd ,3rd ,4th, 5th (least-most
quintiles_ces2 Quintile of CES2 Percentile ranking distribution 5 nd,sr (least-mos 3rd 4th 3rd 4th 4th 3rd 3rd Sth 4th
97 disadvantaged)
Top 25% of CES2 disadvantaged tract:
ces2_top25pct °op oo !sa van. 28¢ ce.nsus racts Yes, No No No No No No No No Yes No
98 (75 to 100 Percentile ranking ranking)
" Comparison of HDI1.1 and CES census tracts in
hdi11_CES2 Al ; HDI+/CES-; HDI-/CES+ NA NA NA NA NA NA NA A HDI+,CES-
g9 |- S the top 25% disadvantaged census tracts Bree; /CES /CES gree CES
SunJan17 | SunJan17 | SunJan17 | SunJan17 | SunlJan17 | SunJan17 | SunJan17 | SunJan17 | Sunlan17
version Date file was created by PHASC \[l"j\‘(/VOf Week, Month Day HHMM:SS | ) 2110 | 14130110 | 1434:10 | 14:3¢:10 | 14:34:10 | 12:34:10 | 14:34:10 | 14:3:10 | 14:34:10
100 2016 2016 2016 2016 2016 2016 2016 2016 2016
A M N o P Q R N T U \ w
4 |Variable Name 50.03 50.04 51.00 52.02 52.03 52.04 52.05 55.02 55.03 55.04 56.00
5 CensusTract 50.03 50.04 51.00 52.02 52.03 52.04 52.05 55.02 55.03 55.04 56.00
% NativeAm_pct 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
91 other_pct 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 Pacificlsl_pct 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
93 |white_pct 9.79 25.17 47.13 71.80 72.97 73.57 71.43 46.09 59.18 64.79 58.98
94 |CES2Score 29.84 19.47 19.46 21.06 12.18 15.17 23.96 24.84 19.53 18.70 31.66
CES2PercentileRange 61-65% 36-40% 36-40% 41-45% 16-20% 26-30% 51-55% 51-55% 36-40% 36-40% 66-70%
95
% ces2_pctile 62.90 39.07 39.03 43.18 17.22 25.92 50.55 52.37 39.30 36.63 66.06
97 quintiles_ces2 4th 2nd 2nd 3rd 1st 2nd 3rd 3rd 2nd 2nd 4th
%8 ces2_top25pct No No No No No No No No No No No
99 hdi11_CES2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
SunJan17 | SunJan17 | SunJan17 | SunJan17 | SunJan17 | SunJan17 | SunJan17 | SunlJan17 | SunlJan17 | SunlJan17 | Sunlan17
version 14:34:10 14:34:10 14:34:10 14:34:10 14:34:10 14:34:10 14:34:10 14:34:10 14:34:10 14:34:10 14:34:10
100 2016 2016 2016 2016 2016 2016 2016 2016 2016 2016 20